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“News CHRONICLE” SCHOOL BUILDING COMPETITION 

In the JourNAL of 8 August we commented on the 
suggestion made by a member of the Government 
that a competition should be held, open to the whole 
profession, to find ‘ideal ’’ school designs. Such a 
competition has now been promoted by the News 
Chronicle. In view of the great number of schools 
shortly to be built—some 700 before the end of the 
year 1940—the research work represented by this 
competition is of national importance. Further, the 
generous premiums are themselves a sufficient induce- 
ment to architects to compete. 

The competition is a double one. ‘lwo separate 
designs are asked for, the first being of a large senior 
mixed elementary school suitable for an urban district 
and the second a smaller senior elementary school for a 
rural district. ‘The intention of the competition is 
clearly stated as that of obtaining ‘“ new ideas and 
fresh lines of thought... competitors may consider 


themselves unfettered by tradition or convention of 


plan, elevation, interior finish, materials and methods 
of construction.” It is suggested, however, that com- 
petitors should read the Board of Education’s recently 
issued pamphlet entitled “‘ Elementary School Build- 
ings.” though they are not bound by the recommenda- 
tions contained therein. Fuil particulars of the com- 
petition will be found under ‘** Competitions ” in this 


JOURNAL. 


HousInG AND NATIONAL PLANNING 

It is common to read in the Press that the housing 
problem is ‘* well on the way to solution ’’ now that 
the various Acts affecting slum clearance and over- 
crowding are operating successfully. The limitations 
of this confident remark are generally understood. Parlia- 
mentary administration, in the nature of things as they 
are at present, deals with these problems in a piece-meal 
fashion. Although within the decidedly limited terms 
of any administrative Act success is possible, we are 


sull far from any real solution of the whole problem of 


housing the people in relation to their work and 


recreation and the full development of all sides of 
national life. But great credit is due to the Ministry of 


Health and the Local Authorities for the wholehearted 
way in which they are implementing the present policy. 
Che extent of the work now being undertaken can be 


judged from a careful’study oi the Ministry’s Report 
] 
4 


for 1935-36, which has recently been published ; but 
the Report reveals the inherent defects as well as the 
successes of our present piece-meal methods. 
Dissatisfaction with half measures and with the 
economic and social vices which make half measures 
the only measures possible finds increasingly frequent 
expression. ‘The main trend of the President’s Inaugural 
Address shows that within the Institute there is now, 
as always, we hope, a lively discontent with things 


just as they are. Another Presidential Address—that 


recently given by Mr. B. M. Ward to the Liverpool 
Architectural Society—voices the same feeling even 
more emphatically, and boldly proposes increased powers 
for Government acquisition of land so that the obstruc- 
tion of speculative and vested interests may be short- 
circuited. Another root-and-branch proposal is that 
put forward by the Hundred New Towns organisation, 
which is now holding an exhibition of plans and models 
at the Housing Centre in Suffolk Street. 

The whole basis of the Hundred New ‘Towns is the 
provision for the people who are to live in the new 
houses of the kinds of houses that they want. This 
may seem a very simple start to anyone who has so fai 
failed to realise that most people in the British Isles 
are forced to accept not what they want, but what 
they are given. Of course, they want the best that 
they can get, so there will always be a misleading 
background of consent to whatever is given. ‘The 
position is bad enough for those who are sufficiently 
well-off to buy ‘‘ commodious labour-saving modern resi- 
dences ’on arterial roads. (One is forced to ask whether 
anyone really wants that kind of house or whether 
such wants are all parts of some big, blind delusion. 
It is infinitely worse for those who are too poor to have 
power to exercise any right of choice. One of those 
most concerned with the Hundred New Towns claimed 
recently that more than 80 per cent. of those who now 
live in the industrial quarters of our towns would, if 
given the choice, choose small houses planned as 
closely compacted urban units rather than flats. 
Certainly, if this is what people want, there is almost 
no place in the British Isles where they can get it. 
They must choose either dwellings at twelve houses to 
the acre in suburbs or tenements within the cities. 
The answer at present is that they cannot have such 
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houses for a variety of material and legalistic reasons, 
or that they should not want them. Neither answer 
is or can be final. The whole matter has not yet been 
sufficiently fully examined to allow us to dogmatise 
on wants, or, if the wants are established, to deny their 
fulfilment because of material or economic obstructions, 
or because theorists have their own ideas of how people 
should live. At present, even if emphatic expression 
was given in a way that could command attention, 
there would be too many barriers—orthodox finance, 
the present land ownership system, lack of control 
of industrial location, etc.—to allow an_ effective 
attempt to be made to meet the known wants. 

The Hundred New Towns organisation presents one 
solution ; a characteristically English compromise, 
perhaps, but one which retains the urban quality of 
essentially urban communities. People like small 
houses or flats in low-height buildings. The organisa- 
tion shows that they can be built at densities of dwellings 
per acre even greater than that at present accepted by 
the London County Council for flats, and so as to provide 
better standards of accommodation than that accepted 
as a minimum by the Ministry in its overcrowding 
regulations. (That standard is in many respects retro- 
grade, in that it presumes the use of living rooms as 
bedrooms). It is no use dismissing the Hundred New 
Towns proposals just because none of us, with things 
as they are now. can visualise a government with 
enough enterprise to embark on a scheme of that 
magnitude. We have not given these ideas the chance 
of demonstration even on a small scale in an existing 
city. That is why the organisation has chosen to call 
its Housing Centre Exhibition ‘*‘ Forbidden Houses.” 
The housing problem is the kernel of the whole social 
problem only because it has most electioneering appeal. 
Fundamentally housing is one part only of a vast 
problem which at present we are too frightened to tackle 
because too many established things would be upset. 
But if we dare not do what the Hundred New ‘Towns 
suggest, or if we have followed their argument sympa- 
thetically and disagree with their conclusions, other 
proposals must be made which are at least as capable of 
realisation by an intelligently directed community as 
those put forward by the Hundred New Towns. ‘The 
President’s Address is a challenge ostensibly directed 
at the powers that be, but it is no less a challenge 
directed at the profession. 


REVIEW OF PERIODICALS REPRINTS 

The suggestion has been made that it would be useful 
to many members to have reprints of the JOURNAL 
Reviews of Periodicals in such a form that they can 
be cut up and filed for reference. ‘This can be done if 
enough members want them to justify the labour and 
to keep the cost down. It will be necessary to make a 
small charge of 5s. a year to cover the cost of reprinting. 
For this every subscriber will get reprints of all the 
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reviews, printed on one side of the paper only. About 
60 columns of references were published in the 
last volume. All the journals received by the 
library, about 200, are indexed in the review, references 
being made to all articles and illustrations that are 
thought to be of value. Any member who does take 
the trouble to file the references will have at his elbow a 
continuously growing index to all illustrations of all 
types of building in practically every architectural 
journal in the world. It is suggested that schools par- 
ticularly should find the reprints useful. At the foot 
of the review on page 39 is a small form which 
members who want to receive the reprints are asked to 
fill in and send to the Librarian-Editor. Unless at least 
50 members ask for the service it may not be possible 
to provide it. 


Tue British SCHOOL AT ATHENS 

In May this year the British School at Athens suffered 
an irreparable loss by the death of its brilliant young 
Director, Mr. Humfry Payne. His successor, Mr. Alan 
Blakeway, died on the eve of the opening of the Ex- 
hibition which is now being held at Burlington House. 
So within the short space of six months the cause of 
Hellenic archeology has lost two able men whose work 
had fully maintained the reputation of the school and 
added lustre to it. It is a considerable tribute to the 
vitality of Hellenic research that, despite these tragically 
unforeseen losses, there should be yet another student 
of the school fully qualified to hold this important post. 
The appointment of Mr. Gerard Mackworth Young, 
which was made a short while ago, will give all-round 
satisfaction. Mr. Young was Mr. Humfry Payne’s 
collaborator in their magnificent work on the Archaic 
marble sculptures from the Acropolis which has just 
been published by the Cresset Press. 


Proposep L.C.C. Burtpinc Bye-Laws 

The Science Standing Committee of the Royal 
Institute appointed a special sub-committee to consider 
the proposed building bye-laws of the London County 
Council. A memorandum of observations on_ the 
proposed bye-laws was drawn up and was then sub- 
mitted to a joint committee of members of the R.I.B.A., 


the Institution of Civil Engineers, the Institution of 


Structural Engineers, and the Chartered Surveyors’ 
Institution, which joint committee considered also the 
observations submitted by the other three bodies. As 
a result, the joint committee agreed upon a letter, 
which, together with an ‘‘ Appendix of Objections,” 
has been sent to the Minister of Health by each of the 
four bodies. 

The R.I.B.A. representatives on the joint committee 
were Mr. H. M. Fairweather and Mr. Walter Goode- 
smith, Chairman and Joint Hon. Secretary respectively 
of the Science Standing Committee. 
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THE INAUGURAL ADDRESS 


B) THE PRESIDENT, Mr. PERCY THOMAS, O.B.E., FR JIBLA., 


READ BEFORE THE Roya. INstrrurE OF BririsH ARCHITECTS ON MOoNDAy, 2 NOVEMBER 1936 


Every year the President of the Royal Institute 
has the privilege of launching the new session by 
delivering an address. I and my predecessors in this 
office would welcome this privilege even more than 
we do, if it were not that Presidents, for the most 
part, are chosen not because of their skill at making 
speeches, but because they are men whose good 
fortune in the practice of architecture has somehow 
brought them to the notice of their fellows. 

If, at the start of his term, a President may plead 
with justification, as I pleaded last year, that he 
would rather submit a design thesis than stand 
before you to discourse on public affairs, that plea 
has little justification for a President starting his 
second year of office, especially after such a year of 
activity as I have had. A year of fruitful contacts 
with public men and architects from one corner of 
the British Isles to the other, and in my case the 
additional benefit of contact with our professional 
brethren in the United States. The Institute 


knows this well and is, I am sure, wise in retaining 
each President for a second year of office because 
it knows that during part at least of his first 
year of office any President is, as it were, a new 
boy; he has to learn his way about, become 
familiar with details of the Portland Place 
organisation and_ establish personal contacts 
throughout the country. No President can 
pretend that when he starts his term he is 
fully qualified for his immense and important 
duties, but soon enough, with the unfailing help of 
his colleagues on the Council, the Presidents of 
the Allied Societies and our wise and able Secretary, 
he begins to learn, and, with luck, by the time 
he has to stand here for his second Inaugural 
Address he can with pride claim to have met 
most of the problems and personalities of the 
profession and should, if he is worthy of his office, 
have learnt enough to speak with some authority. 
Should any of you ask by what means a President 
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acquires this experience I could reply that during 
the past year I have visited 19 Allied Societies, 
eaten in the course of my wanderings 49 public 
dinners ; what is worse, I have made 46 public 
speeches and served as the Institute’s repre- 
sentative on many public bodies and committees. 
To meet his obligations, a President needs to go 
into training like an Olympic athlete! If the 
dinners may, to some of you, seem on_ the 
credit side of the President’s account the speeches 
[ assure you are not! ‘Through all this one fact 
stands out, that whether he is among his fellow 
architects or with professional or business or public 
men outside the profession of architecture your 
President receives a welcome which is a continual 
tribute to his office, and a source of great encourage- 
ment to one charged with the duty of representing 
the Council of the R.I.B.A. in public. 

There have been times when our own domestic 
affairs have claimed the biggest share of our atten- 
tion. It was so during all the years of the Registra- 
tion battle and also in more recent years, when 
our thoughts were centred on our own Centenary. 
Though most certainly it is necessary for us 
continually to maintain a critical attitude to 
our own professional affairs, as indeed is always 
being done by the many committees inside the 
Institute, the peculiar duty of a President now, 
as I am sure you will agree, is to relate our affairs 
to wider affairs outside. Public opinion will not 
tolerate narrow self-interest in communities or 
individuals. Unless the whole force of the im- 
measurable strength of the R.I.B.A. can be turned 
to National Service—well, we might as well relapse 
into being what I trust the R.I.B.A. has never 
been, an organisation concerned merely with 
details of our professional well-being. I do not 
want to discount that side of our work; it 
is essential and, of course, always must take a 
large share of our time. The Practice Standing 
Committee, the Professional Conduct Committee, 
the Finance and House Committee and many 
other committees are always at work, quietly 
and keenly ; but even they work with the 
wider vision that now pervades all our affairs. 
I can perhaps be allowed to interpolate a plea here 
for more members to offer themselves for these 
important services in the Institute. 

I think that anyone who has had my oppor- 
tunities of getting about would agree with me that 
in all types and classes of the community, increased 
recognition is being paid to our profession ; archi- 
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tects and architecture mean something, at least, 
to many people who previously were entirely 
ignorant of our specialised contribution to life, 
It happens that the last two years have been for- 
tunate ones for us; individually and collectively 
the members of the profession have had more 
opportunities of showing their powers than ever 
before in our history. What is the Institute’s duty 
at a time like the present? The R.I.B.A. cannot 
actually create work but it can see that when 
opportunities of work appear they are properly 
used. In this the Institute properly stands above 
the profession and independent of the particular 
affairs of any individual member. In the widest 
sense it is concerned for architecture rather than for 
architects. This responsibility cannot be fulfilled 
by standing passively by. The R.I.B.A. has to go 
among the people, study their needs, answer 
their questions. Services within the Institute, at 
one time private services for architects only, are 
now widely used by the public and by national 
bodies. I hear, for instance, of the daily growing 
use of our library as a national information 
bureau. Don’t let any narrow professional interest 
say ‘‘Why should our library be used by people 
outside ?”? One answer would be because it pays. 
But that is not all. The future, the present 
even, will judge our architecture not by the private 
fortunes of the members of the profession but by 
the quality of the work done by men whose names 
may never be known to posterity. In this general 
fight for architecture no single activity of the 
Institute is now of more dramatic effect than the 
work of the Exhibition Committee. I can refer to 
one quite minor side of this branch of the R.I.B.A.’s 
activities which, even if it is small compared with 
some of the Exhibition Committee’s ambitious 
schemes, can serve as an introduction to what else 
I have to say. 

The R.I.B.A. is about to send on tour an exhibi- 
tion of Civic Centres. The most interesting fact 
about this exhibition is that it is in response to a 
demand for information from several of the leading 
local authorities. It is already fully booked up 
until the spring of 1938. Local authorities are 
becoming aware that the administrative and cul- 
tural buildings in a town should form its heart 
and that the group should be planned as a whole. 
The next inevitable step is the realisation that 
once a planned centre is created the remainder of 
the town must also be planned in a positive way. 
Its industries, business, traffic flow, residential 
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and recreational requirements must all form part 
of an ordered whole, planned with vision and a 
far-secing eye to future needs and expansion. 

Many years of effort and study by town-planners 
it is hardly necessary in a gathering like this 
to mention Sir Raymond Unwin’s name in this 
connection) have brought the Government and 
people of this country to something of a 
realisation of the benefits that town planning can 
confer. Great progress has been made since the 
experimental Town Planning Act of 1909- 
fathered by John Burns—but the end has as yet by 
no means been attained. We have the 1932 Town 
and Country Planning Act and the Restriction of 
Ribbon Development Act, but so far their influence 
appears to be mainly negative in character. Local 
authorities are busying themselves with restricting 
heights of buildings, widths of streets and den- 
sities. They are also exercising control of the design 
of buildings, not always with happy results, par- 
ticularly when they neglect to employ skilled 
advisers either in the form of town-planning con- 
sultants or the Advisory Panels. They are, in fact, 
at present merely trying to control the worst 
excesses of private and speculative building. 

Town Planning must be made a_positive—a 
creative—force. The Government should not think 
they have achieved the full ends by the two Acts 
of Parliament just mentioned. So far we have 
merely tinkered with the complex problem of town- 
planning, a problem made up of the requirements 
of traffic flow (both road and rail), public health, 
public recreation, the needs of industry and business. 
Moreover, study of these functions is but the ground- 
work to the building up of a town that is orderly, 
dignified and beautiful, from which squalor, muddle, 
waste and ugliness have been abolished. 

So much of the statutory town planning has been 
only two-dimensional—lines on a map—and not 
visualised as three-dimensional, which is the medium 
in which the architect has to work. What is really 
required is an adequate planning technique for 
the grouped development of towns and _ villages, 
not an extension of ribbon development under 
more spacious conditions. Another field of service 
which will be opened out to the architect is the 
planning and design of the new communities and 
satellite towns, which are likely to be laid out in 
the future. In them will be found the greatest 
opportunities for solving the dual problem of urban 
overcrowding and of countryside preservation near 
the great centres of population. In these new 
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towns there will be opportunities for demonstrating 
planning on an adequate scale, for civic design in 
which industrial location is not associated with 
squalor and muddle, and the enjoyment of natural 
amenities as the normal accompaniment of daily 
life. There will be—or may be—these opportunities, 
but will they be taken? Will the authorities ever 
claim the powers they should have to compel the 
proper location of industry or must everything 
continue to be left to the irrational competition of 
vested interests ? 

Perhaps in all this there is a vicious circle. The 
officials say that there is no established planning 
technique so generally accepted as to make its 
national presentation in legal form possible ; the 
town planners and architects say that there can be 
no established technique until they have the chance 
to work on a large scale. It is certain, however, 
that the final objectives of good planning cannot be 
achieved in a day or even in many years, but their 
achievement is possible. It requires energy, fore- 
sight and good will, and, above all, a national survey 
followed by national control. 

I referred a moment ago to statutory planning 
as being two-dimensional. The Ribbon Develop- 
ment Act is one instance of this—here is an Act 
which might have been of inestimable value as a 
means of applying broadly conceived town planning 
ideas—instead it was produced primarily as a 
transport or two-dimensional expedient and _ fails 
to do half the things it might have done. Merely 
to prescribe building lines and positions of side 
roads, however desirable this may be as a traffic 
measure, will do littke more than move the ribbon 
and the sporadic building further away from the 
main road. 

The Restriction of Ribbon Development Act is 
chiefly concerned with building in what is, or what 
was, the countryside. Within the city the expedients 
adopted are hardly better and show no more fore- 
sight. Let us for a moment consider one aspect 
of the city problem, that of traffic. Palliatives such 
as roundabouts, traffic lights and one-way streets 
have temporarily staved off the inevitable, but their 
limits are being reached. Nothing but bold and 
vigorous re-planning—surgery, not doctoring—can 
save the modern town from a futile congestion 
that is not very far off. Schemes such as that for 
Charing Cross Bridge, while desirable in them- 
selves, fail to be fully effective because they are 
not part of a complete scheme. 

So far the Government has not concerned itself 
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with the planning of London—the capital city. 
It has been left to the more or less conflicting 
interests of local authorities, of which the London 
County Council is the greatest. It is true that 
the Greater London Regional Planning Committee 
was formed to co-ordinate town planning effort and 
produced some very useful reports, but it has now 
been dissolved. It is in any case very doubtful 
whether an advisory body, however technically 
qualified its members may be, can ever get carried 
through the large scale schemes of co-ordination 
that are daily becoming more urgently necessary. 
The City of London is now tackling the extremely 
complicated problem of planning the central area. 
The London County Council and the Metropolitan 
Boroughs are endeavouring to apply town planning 
in the areas they control. The outer suburbs are 
in some cases preparing their own schemes. The 
Ministry of Transport is about to take over the 
trunk roads. These are all parts of what is essentially 
one problem, that of greater London. Who is to 
provide the necessary unified control? There is 
little doubt that the Government must inevitably 
take charge of the situation. 

London is being rebuilt piecemeal in a continuous 
process. It requires guidance and firm control by a 
nationally constituted body. It has been said that 
a democracy cannot plan and indeed our political 
system has of necessity to pay attention to all 
interests. But this country has before now sunk its 
sectional aims for the common good and can do so 
again if given a clear lead. 

We are at the present time urged to become 
air-raid minded. It is not unlikely that the 
first air-raid, coinciding with the outbreak of a 
war, may bring about a tremendous exodus from 
London. The roads will be congested far beyond 
their limits and it does not require a very vigorous 
imagination to picture the results. It is not too 
much to say that the town planning of London ought 
to be considered as a problem in national defence. 

It is said we are a C.3 nation and that large 
numbers of those who present themselves for 
service in the army are rejected on_ physical 
grounds. The establishment of national playing 
fields and of health centres and clinics, the 


teaching of hygiene and the encouragement of 


sport and physical exercise are all good in them- 
selves, but they cannot do away with one root 
cause of an unfit nation—our congested, smoky 
towns. It is true that slums are being cleared, but 
slums do not have a monopoly of physically unfit 
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persons. ‘The cure is to open up the towns to admit 


air and sunlight. Much land in towns is wasted by § 


being covered by mean little buildings two or three 
floors high, bounded by mean streets, narrow courts 
and alleys. One cure is to build higher without 
increasing the existing densities of population, 
thereby freeing land for parks, public gardens and 
easier traffic flow. To achieve this skyscrapers are 
not necessary ; if half the existing two and three. 
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storey buildings in London were doubled in height J 


and the rest pulled down there would be abundant 
room for the widest and finest boulevards in the 
world. No one will, however, suppose that the 
cure is as easy as that. Merely building higher is 
not a cure in itself but a means to be used judiciously 
where circumstances demand. 

The financial aspect of the problem is of 
secondary importance. Experience has shown often 
enough that a boldly planned scheme pays for 
itself. In Kingsway it was a direct financial return 
on rents, but in housing poor people it is no solution 
to build houses that will give a higher rent and rate 
return. There the financial return must be found— 
if we must always resolve our problems into pounds, 
shillings and pence—in the improved health of the 
people which will mean fewer wage losses and 
savings on health services. Unless new housing can 
be provided without increasing rents the gain in 
improved environment may be more than offset 
by a loss due to the occupants having to pay for 
the higher rents out of money that should go 
to food. 

The engineering aspect is also secondary, though 
important. The needs of traffic must not be allowed 
to outweigh those of health or of industry or indeed 
of amenity. The problem is essentially one for the 
creative planner—the architect who can plan a 
living town, not the engineer who can plan a traffic 
system. It is not necessary to remind architects 
of the opportunity lost when Wren’s plan for 
London was rejected, but to-day even Wren would 
find the enormous and complex problem of London 
to be far beyond his capacity. It calls for a group 
of government-appointed experts, each responsible 
for one aspect of the problem, but there must be 
the driving force of the national will behind them. 

Can it be done? It must be done if we are not to 
waste our resources on palliatives that do not remove 
the root cause of many of the evils of our time. 

For many years now the champions of town- 
planning have contained many architects in their 
ranks. It is to architects that the major technical 
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achievements in town planning have been due. 
But the ideals of town planning have as yet by no 
means been achieved, and though many of us find 
ourselves hampered in our work by the new town 
planning restrictions, not always administered with 
vision, we must nevertheless work steadily towards 
the fulfilment of those ideals. We must press on 
with the education of the public in the benefits 
that town planning and architecture can bring to 
the community, a task with which we were charged 
by the King when he urged us to “educate the 
people of this country in better living.” 

Most thinking persons in this country realise only 
too well the many ills from which our civilisation 
suffers. Architects know that the cure for many of 


Vote of 


Dr. A. D. LINDSAY, C.B.E., Hon. LL.D., Vice- 
Chancellor of the University of Oxford: I have the 
honour, Mr. President, to move a vote of thanks to you 
for your extraordinarily interesting Address. I hope 
you will think that the best thanks I can give you is to 
tell you that I am so excited by it that I cannot make 
a proper speech about it ! 

I should like to begin by asking one question. ‘There 
was one remark which excited my curiosity very much 
in the earlier part of your speech—4g public dinners, 
and only 46 speeches. Who are the deluded organisers 
of the three ? 

For the rest of it, I should like to say that I think 
you have dealt with one of the biggest problems that 
we as a community have to face : how to deal with all 
these shocking difficulties which the shift of population 
is causing us. 

For the last four years or so I have been a member 
of a sub-committee of a committee which is co-operating 
with I do not know how many other committees in 
organising the town planning of Oxford. My sub- 
committee is trying to represent one university and 
twenty odd colleges. There is a town _ planning 
committee for the city of Oxford which has to be in 
communication with the county councils of Bucking- 
hamshire, Berkshire and Oxfordshire. 

Your problem, as it appeared to me while listening 
to the Address, is this. I have never known a com- 
mittee, admirable as their purposes are, to have vision. 
It is not the business of committees to have vision ; it 
is the business of individual artists to have vision. I 
have always been sorry for.architects who have to deal 
even with such a harmless thing as a college meeting ; 
and to think of architects having to deal with and 
inspire and put their vision through all these innumerable 
committees ! Well, I hope that you will not despair ; 
but I hope that you will devote yourselves—and I 
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them lies in ordered re-planning and the rebuilding 
of our congested towns and cities and it is our duty 
to teach what we know. 


Once the nation realises that this aim must and 
can be achieved, it remains to see that it is carried 
out with all the resources of knowledge, all the 
taste and skill that we possess. It is on the technical 
ability of architects that the success or otherwise of 
rebuilding our towns and cities will depend. That 
the aggregate skill of the architectural profession is 
increasing rapidly there is no doubt, but we must 
not be content with present standards. We exist 
solely to serve the community and we must bend 
our utmost powers to that end. 


Thanks 


say this very seriously-—to the question of the technique 
of doing it. 

I think we are sometimes apt to feel that we know 
what ought to be done, and that the other people should 
just come and ask us to do it. The rich, as Plato said, 
should wait at wise men’s doors. But, of course, the 
rich do not always do it, and I think that, on the whole, 
the town planning committees of city councils are even 
worse, even further removed from the wisdom of Plato. 
Yet I am quite certain that it ought to be possible, 
and should be, if I may say so, great fun, to try to think 
out how you are going to do this very difficult thing, 
to combine the vision part of it, which can come only 
from the artist—and artists do not always organise 
themselves with great perfection and are sometimes, 
if I may say so with the greatest respect, a little im- 
patient at the folly or ignorance of other people—with 
all this necessary—quite necessary—organisation of 
respectable people, interests, and scientific and engineer- 
ing things. 

If out of your speech, Mr. President, this sort of thing 
can come, I do think it will be one of the greatest 
things that we can do; and I am sure that we are, in 
anticipation, immensely grateful to you for pointing 
out this way to us. 

Mr. JOHN M. THEOBALD (President of the Char- 
tered Surveyors’ Institution) : I should imagine that 
this is the first time in the history of the Royal Institute 
of British Architects that the honour of seconding a 
vote of thanks to its President for one of the most 
delightful addresses to which I have ever listened has 
been accorded to a quantity surveyor. As one of the 
‘““ new boys *’ to whom the President referred, I should 
like tc say how very highly I appreciate that compliment. 

The President has expressed surprise at the warmth 
of the welcome that awaits him up and down the country, 
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which he modestly attributes to the high position which 
he holds. I think—do not you ?—that he would be 
more accurate if he were to put it down to his own 
personal popularity and to the esteem and affection 
in which he is held not only by every member of your 
own 
knowing him. 

The Vice-Chancellor of Oxford University has spared 
you a good deal, because J was going to talk about 
town planning ; but, as he has done Oxford so thorough- 
ly and covered all the points, I think I shall leave 
that alone. I do agree with the President, however, 
when he that we have only tinkered with the 
transport problem of London. I have never yet seen 
a scheme which has done more than tinker with it. 

We have a little proverb in the English language 
the concluding ‘ which are angels 
fear to tread.”’ Perhaps you will bear that in mind 
when I say that I do not know whether any of you have 
tried to solve the traffic problem of London yourselves, 
but I have ; and, still bearing it in mind, I want to 
tell you just what J think. 

The first thing that I would do would be to stop the 
‘bus traffic entirely at the circumference of inner London, 
at places such as Shepherd’s Bush, Hammersmith, 
Finsbury Park, the Elephant and Castle, and many 
others. At each one of these points there would be an 
enormous “bus station—architecturally 
course—which would serve outer London, and from 
these points to inner London the service would be by 
tube. That would mean, of course, amplifying the 


Says 


words of *‘ where 


existing tube railways enormously, four rails instead of 
two in many cases, and possibly an outer circle on the 
perimeter of inner London, with a number of cross-tubes 
north and south and east and west connecting with 
interchange stations under or over the tubes that they 
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pass. Lastly—and I am sure that none of you has ever 
thought of this !—all the inner traffic which could not 
be dealt with by these tube railways—and the stations 
would not be more than a few hundred yards apart— 
would be carried by taxi ; not by the kind of taxis that 
we have now, but by taxis controlled by the Transport 
Board, with fares on the same basis as the tubes, so that 
the taximeter would start at a penny and go up a 
penny at a time. 

You are laughing at that, but in my opinion no 
possible scheme of street widening. other than the 
entire rebuilding of London, will ever be able to deal 
with the transport problem for fifty years ahead, let 
alone a hundred ; and, even if it did it for a hundred 
years, what is the use of that? This scheme of mine 
would do for posterity ; it could be enlarged whenever 
desired simply by putting down another tube. It is 
simply a question of cost, and, after all, it would be 
revenue-producing. It might not altogether make a 
profit, but it would cost the country far less than any 
amount of street-widening, and street-widening will not 
solve the problem. J think it is an excellent idea! 

May I conclude by saying it gives me very great 
pleasure to second the vote of thanks to the President 
for his most delightful and provocative Address. 

(The vote of thanks was put by the Hon. Secretary 
and carried unanimously, with acclamation.) 

The PRESIDENT : I see from the agenda which the 
Secretary has put in front of me that at this stage 
the President thanks you for your vote of thanks and 
makes any remarks that he may desire to make. | 
have no desire to talk to you further, having already 
spoken for three-quarters of an hour, except to thank the 
mover and seconder of this vote of thanks and to thank 
you, ladies and gentlemen, for the very patient and 
encouraging wav in which you have listened to me. 
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The PRESIDENT : I have now the very pleasant 
duty of presenting the R.I.B.A. Bronze Medal and 
Diploma for 1935 to Mr. R. H. Uren [A.] for his 
building—the ‘Town Hall, Hornsey. I need not 
remind architects here of the merits of this building, 
which has won the 1935 award, and any visitors who 
are interested can see some excellent photographs of 
it in the vestibule. 

Mr. Uren has achieved something more than simply 
winning this Medal; I rather think that this is the 
first of the London Medals which has been given to a 
design adopted as the result of a competition. Apart 
from that, he is, as you will see when he comes to 
receive the award, quite a young man. ‘This is, I 
believe, his first big job, and he has had the satisfaction 
not only of winning the competition but of carrying 
out the building so well that it has merited the award 
as the best building in London of that period. That 
is something of which he will probably always be proud, 
even when, as we all hope he will, he carries out more 
and perhaps even bigger buildings. I think he will 
always remember his first great competition success 
and the fact that it was awarded the Institute Bronze 
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Medal for the year, and that it will be one of the happiest 
recollections of his life. 

(The President then, amid applause presented the 
Medal and Diploma to Mr. Uren. 

Mr. R. H. UREN [A.]: Although I may fall far 
short of the President’s standard of eloquence, I shall 
at least equal his sincerity when I thank the Institute 
for awarding me the Medal for 1935 and express my 
appreciation of the remarks which the President has 
made in presenting it. While being deeply sensible 
of the honour that you have done me, I look upon it 
in its simplest terms as a reward for a job done as well 
as it was possible for me to do it. 

Although I understand that the award of the jury 
was unanimous, I realise that it may not meet with 
the same sort of approbation from the profession or 
from the public. Some may say that 1935 must have 
been a bad year for London architecture. Possibly it 
was! The modernists may say “ Retrograde! An- 
tique !”’ and the traditionalists may say something 
very much worse. But I am happy to think that the 
award was made by a jury representative of sane and 
progressive architectural thought. 
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Good fortune and the competition system gave me 
that which the architect often dreams of but seldom 
realises—the ideal client. From the very beginning 
of my relations with the Hornsey Borough Council 
I received only courtesy and consideration. The 
Committee, under the chairmanship of Councillor 
Grimshaw, was patient with my proposals, and gener- 
ously gave me their confidence. I say ‘“ generously,” 
because it cannot be easy for an experienced councillor 
to place much weight on the views of one of tender 
years! If the attitude had been other than this, the 
Council might still have obtained a reasonable and 
workable building, but I feel that someone else would 
have been here this evening to receive the Medal. 

To return to what the competition system gave me, 
I have tried to do my small part to justify its existence. 
It has been murmured that the Council’s only doubt 
in holding a competition was that it might be burdened 
with a young architect who had not previously done 
a town hall ! 

To the chief officers of the borough my thanks are 
due for their uniailing help. Mr. Adams, the Borough 
Engineer and Surveyor, who was appointed to act in a 
consulting capac'ty, did all that he could to make my 
way easy. ‘To the contractors, Messrs. Gee, Walker & 
Slater, I tender my appreciation of the very real effort 
that they made to give of their best. We had site meet- 
ings every week which were an example of the best sort 
of collaboration, so essential in present-day building. 
It would be a pleasure and a privilege to nie to be able 
to thank individually all those who collaborated with 
me—-the consultants and surveyors, who put their best 
efforts into the job, the untiring clerk of the works, 
and, last but not least, my own very loyal staff, 
who burned much midnight oil on never-ending 
drawings. 


My being on this platform is a very strong temptation 
to burden you with some new architectural dogma or 


theory, or even some remarks on the architecture of 


the Strand. But you will not suffer. In any case 
you will be patient, for the English are a tolerant people ; 
it is typical of them that their awards are often made to 
foreigners. We of New Zealand, however, like to 
flatter ourselves that of the foreigners whom you tolerate 
we are the least removed from yourselves, and I feel 
no prick of conscience this evening in stealing this 
prize. It would seem that thirteen thousand miles 
of water in the south are as ineffective as Hadrian’s 
Wall in the north ! 

The PRESIDENT : As you probably know, however 
able and efficient an architect may be he is not much 
use without a good client and a good builder. ‘To-night 
we are fortunate in having with us His Worship the 
Mayor of Hornsey, who in this case is Mr. Uren’s 
client, and I am going to ask him to be good enough 
to say a few words to us. 
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His Worship the MAYOR OF HORNSEY : I should 
like, as the Mayor of Hornsey, to join with you in 
congratulating Mr. Uren on the very great honour 
that you have conferred on him this evening, an henour 
which a young man such as he is can seldom hope to 
receive from among the numbers of gentlemen not of 
very great age, but of experience, who represent this 
splendid Institute. I need hardly tell you how gratify- 
ing it is to the Town Council of Hornsey and to the 
people of that borough that their new town hall should 
have been selected by you as the building most deserving 
of the award which has just been made, the more so in 
that it was a jury of architects who made the award. 
Had the award been made by ordinary “ men in the 
street’? it would not have been of much value, but we 
do realise that in the circumstances it is of very great 
value. That the jury who considered all the work 
that was done during the year 1935 should have picked 
out our town hall, of which we are so proud, as being 
the best is a great honour, not only to my friend Mr. 
Uren but to us, the burgesses of Hornsey. 


The building has now been in use for about twelve 
months, and, generally speaking, it has given entire 
satisfaction to all concerned. Naturally slight altera- 
tions have been made, but these have been few, and 
only and necessarily occasioned by the public use 
which has been made of it. You architects must know 
that when the public come into a new building such 
as ours criticism is always thrown about like handfuls 
of stones ; everything is said to be wrong. We, the 
members of the town council, have listened to a certain 
amount of comment of that kind, and we realised that 
there were a few small alterations which might be made. 
However good an architect a man may be, it is only 
human nature that he cannot foresee all that is necessar\ 
and therefore, as your own experience will tell you, 
there are these little alterations which have to be 
effected ; but in this case they have been so small as to 
be practically negligible. 

When we compare our building with others of the 
same character we have every reason to be satisfied. 
In the course of my duties I have had to visit many 
other municipal buildings, and it has been my ex- 
perience—and I am sure you will agree with me—that 
Hornsey has nothing to envy. We are perfectly 
satisfied with the results we have secured. I can quite 
understand that architects to-day have very many more 
difficulties to contend with than was the case twenty 
years ago ; there are great differences to-day in the way 
in which a building must be designed and carried out. 
New problems in regard to heating, ventilation, acoustics 
and lighting and many other things have to be dealt with 
which did not exist twenty years ago. We have 
therefore all the more reason to be proud of the architects 
who can undertake a job, visualise what is required, 
and carry it through in such a way as to meet the 
requirements of all the different specialists in regard 
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to ventilation and so on. In these circumstances, if 
the architect makes a mistake I think that it is excusable, 

and probably you architects will agree with me when 

I say that ! 

I do not want to take up your time, but I should 
like to say this. Of all the great improvements which 
we enjoy in our new building, after putting up with 
our old one for many years, the greatest is perhaps this, 
that so much thought has been given to the comfort of 
the staff. We used our old town hall up to the limit, 
but there came a time when we wanted to engage an 
office boy and we found there was nowhere to put him ; 
there was nowhere for him to go. Then Mr. Uren 
came along and provided us with this new building. 

I was glad to hear his appreciation of what Mr. 
Adams did to assist him. ‘They got together and 
decided what was necessary for our staff, and I can 
say without fear of contradiction that there is not 
another municipal building in the whole of London 
where the staff are so splendidly housed and in which 
they can do their work so efficiently. 
We, 


I must not forget to say this. the ordinary 


Attendances at the 


Among those who expressed their intention of being present 
at the meeting were : The Rt. Hon. Lord Davies ; Sir William 
Llewellyn, G.C.V.O., Hon.F.R.I.B.A., President of the 
Royal Academy ; Mr. L. H. Bucknell, F.R.I.B.A., President 
of the Architectural Association ; Mr. G. H. Parker, President 
of the National Federation of Building Trades Employers ; 
Mr. George Hicks, M.P., President of the National Federation 
of Building Trades Operatives; Mr. S. P. Purkiss-Ginn, 
President of the Institute of Builders ; Mr. Eric Burt, President 
of the London Master Builders’ Association ; Sir Patrick 
Duff, K.C.B., C.V.O.; Sir Josiah Stamp, G.C.B., G.B.E., 
D.Sc. ; Sir James West, O.B.E., F.R.I.B.A.; Mr. Sydney 
latchell, F.R.I.B.A., Chairman of the Architects’ Registra- 
tion Council of the United Kingdom ; Mr. Pembroke Wicks, 
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members of the council, visit this building only occa- 
sionally. We put up for years with the difficulties and 
discomforts of the old building, but to-day we sit in nice, 
comfortable seats, looking at His Worship the Mayor 
in all his glory, and we say to ourselves “ What a 
splendid fellow our architect was to give us such com- 
fortable seats!’ Needless to say, we do appreciate 
that very much. 

In conclusion, I have the greatest possible pleasure 
in associating myself with all that has been said about 
Mr. Uren, and in paying tribute to his great ability, 
which you have recognised this evening. It is my 
sincere wish that he may continue to conquer difficulties 
as they come along, and never regret the day when he 
left his native land of New Zealand and came to our 
dear old England. 


The PRESIDENT having announced that Mr. 
Norman Gee, a member of the firm who built the 
Hornsey Town Hall, who was to have been there that 
evening, had been delayed by fog on an air journey 
from the Continent and was unable to 
the meeting was concluded. 


be present 


Inaugural Meeting 


C.B.E., Registrar of the Architects’ Registration Council of 
the United Kingdom ; Dr. and Mrs. Walter Gropius ; Mrs. 
R. H. Uren ; the Worshipful the Mayor of Hornsey ; Coun- 
cillor Wm. J. Grimshaw, J.P., the Deputy Mayor of Hornsey ; 
Mr. W. H. Adams, F.R.I.B.A., Borough Engineer and 
Surveyor to Hornsey ; Mr. Charles Marriott, Hon.A.R.I.B.A. ; 
Paymaster Commander V. H. Goldsmith, R.N.; Mr. W. H. 
Gummer, F.R.I.B.A. ; Mr. E. Clement Davies, K.C., M.P. ; 
Mr. David Edwards, President of the Institution of Municipal 
and County Engineers; Mr. C. A. R. Radford, F.S.A,, 
Director of the British School at Rome ; Mr. F. Norman Gee, 
director of Messrs. Gee, Walker & Slater, Ltd.; Mr. R. 
Holland-Martin, C.B., F.S.A., Hon.A.R.I.B.A., President 
of the Architecture Club; the Rt. Hon. Viscount Moore. 
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FLAT ROOFS 


A Paper read at the Liverpool University Summer School of 
Member of the Staff of the 


B.A.Hons.Arch., A.RA.B.A., 


(he question of the appropriateness or otherwise of 
flat roofs for various types of buildings is one upon 
which a great deal of discussion has taken place in the 
past few years. There can be no doubt that the flat 
roof has come to stay. Ease of planning, external root 


accommodation, and in some cases economy, are 
advantages which cannot be denied. ‘There are, 
however, several types of defect which are often associated 


with flat roofs, and some comments upon this aspect 

of ‘* The Flat Roof”? may be of interest. 

The general cause of these defects lies in the adoption 
of new constructional forms. ‘The traditional pitched 
roof has had such a long life that most of the defects 
to which this form of construction is liable have been 
encountered, and to a large extent have been over- 
come in the past, producing accepted forms of con- 
struction which do not generally give rise to trouble. 
The flat roof is still in the stage of adolescence, however, 
as used by many architects, and the resulting failures 
and troubles can only be avoided if the designer is 
thoroughly familiar with the physical and chemical 
properties of the materials which he employs. 

The troubles which appear to be most generally 
associated with flat roof construction are :- 

1. Direct permeability through roof deck. 

2. Blistering of roof membrane. 

;. Damp penetration through external walls where 
they adjoin the roof slab, and in the ceilings which 
adjoin the external walls. 

,. Excessive heat in summer in rooms immediately 

below the roof. 

Excessive coldness in winter in 

below the roof. 

6. Condensation on the underside of the roof slab. 

Pattern staining on ceilings. 

‘Thermal movements in the 

structural troubles. 

g. Smoky chimneys. 

This may sound a rather formidable list, but it is 
only through incorrect design, and a misunderstanding 
of the constructional forms which are used, that these 
troubles have been allowed to occur in the past. 

I would now like to describe in detail the problems 
which I have just mentioned, and the ways in which 
these may be overcome. 

Direct PERMEABILITY THROUGH Root 
This type of trouble is not very 
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occur either by means of cracks in the waterproof 


membrane covering the roof slab, or in roof slabs 
in which no such membrane exists. In some cases an 
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uncovered roof slab of concrete has been used, it being 
argued that a well-made concrete should be able to 
resist moisture penetration. Whilst it is possible to 
produce a very dense and impermeable concrete, 
movements are liable to occur subsequently due to 
settlement, thermal, and moisture movements, and the 
initial drying shrinkage of the concrete slab. These 
movements are very likely to result in the formation of 
cracks which would allow the passage of moisture 
through the roof. 

The use of an integral waterproofer, when the 
concrete is being made, would only be a true safeguard 
to a concrete roof so long as it assisted in preventing 
crack formation. It is considered, therefore, that an 
impervious membrane is essential in flat roof construction. 
The essentials of such a membrane are that it shall be 
waterproof, extremely durable, will be able to withstand 
extremes of heat and cold without softening or cracking, 
and be sufficiently strong and ductile to enable it to 
bridge any cracks which may develop in the supporting 
structure. 

BLISTERING OF Roor MEMBRANI 

A defect which sometimes occurs in roofs which are 
surfaced with asphalt mastic is the formation of blisters.* 
These are sometimes of a considerable size, and in some 
cases eventually fracture, forming a source of moisture 

*See “‘ The 
RILB.A. Four 
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DAMP PENETRATION THROUGH EXTERNAL WALLS WHERE THEY 
ADJOIN ROOF AND IN CEILINGS ADJOINING EXTERNAL WALLS . 


Fig. 2 
penetration into the roof slab. 
shown in Fig. 1. 

The cause of these blisters is believed to be gases, 
probably in many cases water vapour, which is sealed 


A blister of this type is 


subsequently entering the roof slab on account of bad 
construction. These gases expand when heated by 
the sun, and where there is any patch of poor adhesion 
between the asphalt and concrete the blisters may be 
formed. 

To prevent this type of failure, asphalt should be laid 
on a layer of paper or felt, a method which is now 
generally adopted, and this has the effect of breaking the 
adhesion between the asphalt and the concrete. Any 
gases which may be present in the concrete will then be 
distributed below the whole of the asphalt, and indi- 
vidual blisters should not be formed. 


Damp PENETRATION THROUGH EXTERNAL WALLS WHERE 
THEY ADJOIN THE ROOF SLAB, AND IN THE CEILINGS 
WHICH ADJOIN THE EXTERNAL WALLS 

Although a waterproofing membrane (generally con- 
sisting of asphalt or some built-up bituminous material 
has been almost universally adopted, a great many cases 
of damp penetration in the walls adjoining flat roofs have 
been reported to the Building Research Station. To 
some extent this trouble is the outcome of applying 
traditional construction to new principles in design. 
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PROTECTION AGAINST 
MOISTURE PENETRATION 


into the roof structure during building operations, or 
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The use of g in. solid brick walls for houses 
and buildings of the smaller kind is extremely 
common. Where the situation is fairly sheltered 
and there are buildings to act as wind-breaks, 
such construction is generally adequate. The 
design of the building, however, has an important 
influence on the behaviour of the brickwork. 
Where there is a pitched roof, with reasonable 
eaves-overhang, this shelters the wall below for a 
considerable depth. ; 

It appears that the methods which have been 
found adequate in small sheltered dwellings are 
being applied in conditions where they are almost 
bound to fail. In large blocks of flats the greater 
height introduces a serious hazard. The exposure 
to wind increases the amount of rainwater which 
falls on the wall surface, and it only requires a 
storm of sufficient duration for moisture to pass 
right through the headers or through the joints. 
The absence of eaves also increases the risk of 
penetration. 

The conclusion appears to be that for brick 
buildings exceeding two storeys in height, designed 
without the traditional features which protected 
the wall from rainfall, the use of cavity brickwork 
in |the external walls should be regarded as 
necessary. It is essential that either the cavity 
system is continued at the junction between the root 
and the external wall, or that a suitable damp- 
proof course is inserted, on the lines indicated in 
the sketches numbered 4 and 5 in Fig. 2. 

ExcEsstvE HrAT IN SUMMER IN ROOMS IMMEDIATELY 
BELOW Roor 

The architect is frequently faced with the problem 
of keeping the building cool in summer. ‘The value 
of the roofing in this respect depends largely upon the 
nature of its surface, which determines the proportion 
of solar energy absorbed, as well as upon its insulating 
properties, which determine the amount of heat trans- 
mitted through into the roof, after it has been absorbed 
by the surface. The effect of surface treatment is 
clearly illustrated by an examination of the accompany- 
ing figures :— 


MAXIMUM TEMPERATURES BENEATH ASPHALT. 








Temp. Temp. belou 
Treatment of Asphalt. of Air Asphalt 
in Shade. in Sun. 
No treatment except the 
normal gritting of surface) 86 F. 17 6§. 
Zinc oxide paint, applied 
in twocoats.. oo) @O> OF 853 OF. 
Breeze tiles faced with 
asbestos cement ..| 86 F. 844 «OF. 
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When newly applied, a whitewashed surface to 
asphalt would give approximately the same results as 
the zinc-oxide paint indicated in the preceding table. 


This problem is also bound up with the question of 


keeping the building warm in winter, and these two 
points must be considered together. It is most im- 
portant in framed buildings with steel and concrete 
roofs to prevent excessive temperatue ranges in the roof, 
since these might produce movements resulting in 
serious cracking of the structure. Excessive tempera- 
ture rises in summer can most easily be overcome by 
means of a white external roof surface which will reflect 
most of the rays of the sun. This can be done in two 
ways. 

(A) By colouring the surface of the roof white. 

Work has been in progress for some time at the Build- 
ing Research Station on the problem of finding a suit- 
able white surface treatment for asphalt mastic roofs. 
Several treatments have been tested in the laboratory 
and the most promising have been applied to an area 
of asphalt covered roofing. Up to the present the 
results have been definitely discouraging. Wherever a 
treatment produced a reasonably strong and resistant 
film this tended to crack; and the cracks extended 
through the film into the asphalt beneath. 

The mechanism whereby the paint film produces the 
cracks in the asphalt has not yet been investigated, but 
it is suggested that the paint, while adhering strongly 
to the asphalt, contracts during drying and hardening. 
In so doing it pulls the semi-fluid asphalt with it so that 
cracks formed in the paint film are transmitted to the 
mastic as well. This will, of course, occur more 
readily in warm weather than in cold as the asphalt 
will then be softer. 

In city atmospheres many white surfaces will quickly 
darken and become less efficient. To resist such 
deterioration a material must have a very dense, smooth, 
impervious surface, and this point must be remembered 
when selecting roof surfacings. A practical solution 


to treating existing asphalt roofs is to apply a coat of 


whitewash at the beginning of summer. ‘This should 
last and remain fairly white until autumn, when it is 
no longer required. The following summer _ this 
treatment may be repeated. The advantage of this 
treatment is that it is cheap to apply, and does not 
damage the asphalt in the same way as paints. 

The use of light coloured gravel or marble chippings, 
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or of water maintained constantly on the roof suriace, 
are both capable of producing reduced temperatures 
during summer months. The use of water on roofs is 
fairly extensive in the textile mills of Lancashire, and 
although it certainly introduces difficulties such as 
additional weight and the necessary provision for re- 
filling and emptying, yet the enormous increase in the 
thermal capacity of the roof which is so obtained may 
make its adoption worth while in buildings in which a 
constant temperature is required. Fig. 3 indicates 
lines upon which these roofs might be designed. 
Where a roof is to be used for traffic, however, the 
above treatments are not possible, and the provision 
of a white wearing surface is necessary. 
(B) The Provision of a White Wearing Surface on the Roof. 
Several forms of this type of roof finish are now 
available, and some of these are also intended to serve 
as a layer of insulation to keep the building warm in 
winter. The solid white tile, placed on top of a bitu- 
minous waterproof roof covering, bedded and jointed in 
bitumen is now well known. ‘These may be composed 
of cement and sand, asbestos and cement, and cement 
and sand with a cork aggregate. It is hardly possible 
to generalise upon the results which might be obtained 
from these various materials, so much depends upon the 
manufacture and curing, and laying of the products. 
An interesting type of roof covering consists of per- 
forated tiles, the main body of the tile being held out of 
contact with the general surface of the roof by means 
of legs at the corners of the tiles. The depth of the slab 
and the diameter of the perforations is so designed that 
the direct rays of the sun cannot reach the asphalt 
roof finish, whilst the free circulation of air is not 
restricted. This is illustrated in Fig. 4. 
PREVENTION OF Heat Losses IN WINTER 
Although white roof surfaces are to be generally 
recommended as a means of producing more com- 
fortable summer conditions within a building, it must 
be borne in mind that such a treatment has no effect 
in reducing heat loss outwards in cold weather. For 
this purpose added insulation is necessary, and this 
can take the form of :— 
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instead of on the top of the roof, the surface 
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, #ec me MATERIALS. THERMAL RESISTANCE . of the plaster will quickly adjust itself to that of 
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Rough restoration of the St. Gregory Mosaic (Bema, n. side) 


A VISIT TO ST. LUKE’S OF PHOCIS 


my FP. 2. 


Everyone interested in the cultural history of the 


Byzantine Empire knows the name of St. Luke’s of 


Stiris, and yet the building is not sufficiently familiar 
to recall an immediate visual impression, such as is 
made by the greater glories of Sancta Sophia or the 
infinitely lesser charms of Daphni. ‘The spot is still 
far enough removed from the generally traversed routes 
to be awkward of access, and even the excellent descrip- 
tion of it in Schultz and Barnsley’s monograph is no 
longer in print*. Fortunately the present policy of Greek 
governments, irrespective of political colour, being one 
of encouragement to visitors, there seems every likeli- 
hood of the journey thither becoming as easy as it is 
attractive. Indeed, the Greek government in planning 
for the future would be well advised to remember its 
great Byzantine heritage, as the Western devotees of the 
culture of the Eastern Roman Empire are a steadily 
increasing band. The Englishman, after four centuries 


of classical education and worship of the canons of 


H. Barnsley. 
London, IQOI. 


*R. W. Schulz and S. 
St. Luke of Stiris in Phocis.” 


The Monastery of 


WHIT TING 


Renaissance art, is perhaps over-lamiliar with Greco- 
Roman types and buildings ; in Greece he can see that 
from the same stock sprang an altogether different 
artistic tradition in the period when the west had its 
‘** Dark Ages.”’ It may surprise him and even outrage 
his accepted standards, but he may equally be charmed, 
and recognise—as did Mr. Clive Bell over twenty years 
ago—that these pictures and buildings provide the 
missing cultural link with the French Post-Impressionists 
and with much of Eastern Art. From the same root 
east and west have developed on widely differing though 
not altogether disconnected lines, and Greece herself 
turned eastwards. Even to-day the Greek links himself, 
as in his earliest days, with Asia Minor—the Near East, 
as we say—speaking of his American and Western visi- 
tors as “‘ from Europe.” So, too, in Mount Athos, can 
still be seen the authentic tradition of the ancient city- 
state in a Byzantine setting ; each monastery looking 
like a fortified town, with its own recruiting ground, so 
that to be of Xenophontos and not from Lesbos is to be 
a * foreigner ”’ and suspect. 
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View of the larger church over the Refectory from the southern plane-shaded platform : 
note classical columns and capitals 


A curious by-product of the Great War was the 
construction of a first-class road from Port Itea in the 
Corinthian Gulf to Delphi to facilitate the transport of 
Allied troops to Salonika, with the least possible danger 
from German submarines. ‘This great engineering feat 
was the work of English hands directed by French 
brains, and should long commemorate the Entente 
Cordiale in practicable and demonstrable form. The 
Greek government have wisely extended it from Delphi 
to the beautiful hill town of Arakova, and in the course 
of time it may be carried to a point within a few minutes’ 
scramble of St. Luke’s monastery itself. At present, 
even under ideal conditions, the last stages of the journey 
depend unduly on the brute strength of the motor-car 
and the uncanny skill of its driver : a little rain makes 
a mule indispensable, and a little more means an 

Bt 


indefinite postponement. For it might have been over 
just this spot that Demosthenes argued as to whether it 
was a road, a river bed or a back garden. 

Some may deprecate thus bursting in upon a lonely 
haunt of medievalism with the senseless speed and 
racket of modern civilisation. ‘They need not worry. 
St. Luke’s has been swept into dangerous currents 
before now, as the bullet holes in the face of the Panto- 
crator still testify. In the national rising of the eight- 
teenth century the monks were as much to the fore as 
those of Athos in the eighteen twenties. Besides, the 
church needs visitors, if it is to be preserved at all : 
shorn of its lands, its dwindling wealth scarcely suffices 
to maintain a much diminished establishment of monks. 
Under the Republican government the secularisation of 
church property went on rapidly, in contrast to its 
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immunity under the Turkish * tyranny,’ and thouch 
the Monarchist party promises restoration, economic 
pressure is likely to make this—as in Roumania—a step 
as improbable as it is unwise. 

Perhaps one of the artistic advantages of this monas- 
tery is that it has never been sufficiently wealthy to 
undertake at intervals grandiose schemes of redecoration. 
As in the Pantanassa at Mistra, the work of the Byzan- 
tines can be seen unrestored. It is this fact that puts 
St. Luke’s into a different category from Daphni o1 
even the obviously more splendid San Vitale at Ravenna. 
San Vitale had seen many restorers before Ricci under- 
took what amounted to a recomposition of many of the 
mosaics. ‘They were clearly not in their original setting 
when he found them, but though he set out to make 


Justinian and others appear as they are drawn in‘other 


sources, the work is not that of a Byzantine ‘ imagin- 
arius.”’ ‘The pictures have won much admiration, 
and to Ricci much of the praise is due. No such pro- 
blems of dissociating the work of the restorer from that 
of the original craftsman is present at St. Luke’s ; 
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indeed, without suggesting for a moment that it needs 
the attentions of a Viollet le Duc in his Carcassonne 
period, the monastery could with advantage be better 
kept and secured than at present. But unless 
there is some fundamental change in Greek economy 
or in the popularity of the church, it would seem that 
funds for this purpose can only come from outside 
visitors. 

Even to the casual tourist the site should be better 
known ; it has an architectural style which is at least 
novel, views over the rugged mountains of Phocis that 
are grand and, in a platform shaded by plane trees, an 
asset sufficiently infrequent in Greece to be luxurious. 
Others will at once recognise a miniature Sancta Sophia 
with its glory enhanced by the bleak setting of the 
southern slopes of Helicon. No wonder legend credits 
Anthemius of Tralles with the building, though in fact 
it belongs to the second golden age of Byzantine culture 
—that of the Comneni—rather than the earlier period 
of Justinian, which Anthemius did so much to adorn. 
In summer the whole area is barren, stony and deserted, 
rocks reflecting and magnifying the heat : but in winter 
the valley is transformed by a wealth of cropping vegeta- 
tion with little colonies of shepherds who annually graze 
their flocks there. They pass on, but the monks are well 
provided throughout the year by a rich spring of excel- 
lent water breaking out just above the rocky platform 
on which the monastery buildings rise. 

In summer the hot emptiness of the surrounding land 
and the internal magnificence of the buildings them- 
selves, combine to accentuate the lack of the Faithful 
within. The spring water made habitation possible, 
but why in so sparsely populated an area are there 
two churches, and why should one be so elaborately 
decorated ? , 

Perhaps this incongruity explains the persistent tradi- 
tion that the Monastery was founded by Romanus II 
959-963) and his wife as a thankoffering to St. Luke* 
for his prophesying the capture of Crete (961)—the 
great event of the reign—twenty years before it occurred. 
On more than dubious authority they are said to be 
buried in the Church (now the crypt) of St. Barbara. 
Certainly two great square tombs of little distinction are 
to be found in this dark vault, once not inaptly used 
for the restraint of lunatics and those dangerously 
diseased ; but if Romanus and Theophano were indeed 
the founders, it is astonishing that they should not be 
found amongst the 150 pictures in mosaic adorning 
the church above. | Another—perhaps rather too 
obvious tradition—ascribes the foundation and one of 
the tombs to Romanus Lucepenus (918-944) and his 
wile ‘Theodora, who disagreed so radically as to the 
design that each built one church ! 

In any event the ascription of the foundation is 


* Technically he is only ‘ Blessed,” i.¢., G8:05, NOt d-yeoy : Luke 
) ) u 


» 690-" 949) was born in AZgina, whither his parents who were 
Cretans, had taken refuge from the Saracens. 
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immaterial amid so much of the beauty of nature 
and of craftsmanship. Outside sounds the call of 
Helicon and Parnassus, while the scholar eager for 
academic distinction may busy himself in the darkness 
with the bafHingly diffuse iconography in this very 
crypt of St. Barbara, which even the exhaustive Schultz 
and Barnsley regarded as hopeless. ‘The merest amateur, 
if he has taken the pleasant trouble to be initiated by 
Robert Byron and Professor Talbot Rice, can see that 
many hands in many periods have decorated these 
walls with differing purpose. For the previously 
neglected frescoes of the Byzantines are now recognised 
as something of esthetic value in themselves and not 


just a small change for gold mosaic. That the excel- 


lently equipped Didron in 1839 could mistake the 
frescoes of the central dome in St. Luke’s for mosaic, 
is a valuable testimony to the skill of this seventeenth- 
century painter. Perhaps the fresco restorations of the 
mosaic panels are less happy, but they are certainly 
preferable to the insertion of an entirely hypothetical 
colour scheme in modern glass: thus, though the 
frescoed head of St. Thomas may come as a shock in 
the ‘‘ Closed Doors ”’ scene in the Narthex,* the badly 
damaged St. Gregory in the Bema looks well enough 
under similar treatment. 

Like the less documented paintings, the mosaics 
show a variety of hands, style and period. The finely 
conceived and executed Virgin and Child in the Bema 
apse has only to be compared with the much rougher 
work in the Narthex to make this clear. But the point 
needs considerably more analysis than it has yet been 
given : of the four pictures in the squinches of the dome, 
for instance, one—the “ Purification ’’—has been re- 
placed by a fresco ; while “ the Birth *” seems in style 
and colour scheme different from its companion pieces 
representing the ‘* Baptism ” and the “ Annunciation.” 
A technical examination of this singular south-eastern 
squinch, in which Jesus appears first in the manger 
and then being washed by two women, might throw 
interesting light on the earlier history, or perhaps the 
first restorations of the building. Externally a wealth 
of Kufic-inspired decoration draws attention to another 
problem as yet insufficiently documented ; the adoption 
of this Moslem ornament, like the employment of 
Christian secretaries and Court poets by the Caliphs, 
is a queer commentary on the age of struggle between 
Christianity and Islam. 

Within, where mosaic and fresco cease, the decoration 
is taken up by dark porphyry and green-veined cipollino 
slabs completely covering walls and piers, with a finely- 
carved white marble screen and a Cosmati floor brilliant 
in colour and design. By contrast, the smaller Theotokos 
—Church of the Mother of God—is plain and white- 
washed, without conspicuous decoration, except for a 
fine series of ancient capitals and a good floor. Without 

* Illustrated in Dalton, ‘“* Byzantine Art and Archeology ’’—the 
scene depicts the doubting of St. Thomas. 








22 JOURNAL OF THE ROYAI 


its magnificent neighbour it would doubtless command 
considerable attention if only for its fine example of a 
high drum dome. But even this octagonal masterpiece 
must take second place to the low curving dome of the 
larger Church : covering a span 31 feet in diameter it 
neatly finishes off a building which, like so many 
Byzantine constructions, is always in danger of becoming 
ragged and inconsequent through its very diversity. 
It is usual in an Orthodox monastery for the Church 


to be placed in the middle of the courtyard instead of 


forming one side of the central cloister, as in the west. 
At best this is apt to give a cramped and at times even 
overwhelming impression, though it has frequently 
meant the survival of churches when the rest of the 
buildings have been destroyed by fire. Here in 
St. Luke’s, ‘‘ cramped ” is hardly the word ; in a court- 
yard of necessity restricted by its place on the hillside, 
two churches have been fitted side by side. On the 
north they overflow into and so adjoin the monastic 
buildings, and on the south only an attractive series 
of buttress arches divide them. ‘The squared tufa 
blocks of the central buildings, liberally interspersed 
with marble from an ancient city higher up the slopes, 
seem to diffuse a soft pink light in the brilliant sunshine. 
The unexpected, in the form of simple brick decoration 
or built-in marble slabs, makes every inch of the 
exterior of interest and often of great beauty. The 
best remnants of the ancient Greek city, which is men- 
tioned by the indefatigable Pausanias, were reserved 
for the construction of the ‘Theotokos Church, the 
capitals of which are an excellent museum of ancient 
sculptural design. If, as seems probable, the present 
crypt of St. Barbara was the original hermit’s cell 
used by St. Luke, then the present Theotokos was 
almost certainly the much altered but original Church 
of St. Barbara.* This would fit in with what is known 
of the hermit’s tomb, which was originally on the north 
side of his cell, and is now at the junction of the two 
churches immediately above that. Finally, the larger 
church seems to have been built to cover the area of the 
cell, and was decorated in the best style of the early 
eleventh century. Classical columns, squared marble 
blocks and capitals are found scattered over the walls 
of all the buildings, though used less profusely and 
regularly than in the Theotokos. Another curious 
feature in the larger church is the series of sculptured 
slabs of transparent marble—called Phengites—which 
reduce the brilliant sun to a golden glow in the gallery, 
but are rather less decorative outside. 





* Conclusion of Schultz and Barnsley. The order of building 


appears to have been (1) The hermit’s cell, now the crypt of 


St. Barbara; (2) Church of St. Barbara, built at the hermit’s 


desire on site of present Theotokos ; 3) The great Church of 


) 
St. Luke (1000-1025, as H. Megaw shows by internal and external 
evidence ; (4) The present Theotokos (before 1050, thinks Megaw). 
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This mass of detail is irregularly distributed over 
surfaces already decorated with the simple brick designs 
which modern architects are once again reintroducing, 
The buildings cannot be summed up in a hurry, for 
they challenge a personal view, and extend no invitation 
to the quick appreciation of a crowd. The modern 
world, bludgeoning the individual to forget the realm 


of the spirit and sinking him in the mass prejudices of 


exclusive political creeds or cinema romanticism, would 
be outraged by the slipshod adoring humanity of it all ; 
for here is nothing mechanical. Likewise would the 
classical world disown its untidy offspring which was 
too conscious of its fortune in surviving amidst encroach- 
ing barbarism, ever to think of man in terms of ideal 
types. In the Byzantine empire men of all conditions 
were religious—superstitious, if you will—because they 
were thankful. While the world without painfully 
underwent the periodic invasions of barbarian hordes, 
in the East an unbroken cultural tradition was main- 
tained as long as Constantinople was intact. For 
nearly a thousand years the emperors held on, with 
their ** empire ”’ at times reduced to the fortified area 
of their capital city, but until the disastrous fourth 
crusade barbarism could obtain no permanent hold. 
From the heart of the Eastern Empire came the revivi- 
fying stream of cultural endeavour dedicated to God 
the Pantocrator, by whose miraculous aid alone had 
the great heritage of the Hellenistic world been pre- 
served and enriched amid such ever-present dangers. 


St. Luke’s stands to-day as a witness of this spirit of 


dedication and cultural apostolate : a building com- 
bining individuality of expression with unity in ideals. 
It cannot be dissociated from its particular environment 
in space and time, and, like the work of the mosaicists, 
to transport it or divide it is to remove its grandeur. 
The triumphs of Byzantine artists and craftsmen have 
never flourished in museums, for their appeal is not 
universal like that of the Greeks, who pointed to clearly 
visualised ideals: the Byzantines essayed, and _ being 
human perhaps failed to reach the more difficult goal 
of achieving reverence for the unseen, the mystic 
realities. Just as the appeal of the mass of the glittering 
glass cubes was frankly directed at the emotions, so 
does the Byzantine building charm by its ensemble, its 
atmosphere and its environment rather than by its 
Gothically encrusted decoration, its Classically perfect 
proportion, or the size that appeals from Luxor to the 
Forum Mussolini. In St. Luke’s, as in almost all 
Byzantine sites, may be seen something of the quaintness 
of the ordinary man, with his ideals and good resolutions, 
his delight in colour and craftsmanship, his superstition, 
his conservatism and his clumsiness ; and so, too, it 
can be enjoyed by the ordinary man provided he is 
prepared for a moment to leave the world of his motor- 
car in body and spirit. 
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THE ARCHITECT AND HOUSING BY THE 
SPECULATIVE BUILDER 


ARTICLE VII 
The Hanger Hill Estate, Park Royal, London 


Architects : Herbert A. Welch and Felix 7. Lander [I'F.| 


Builders : Haymills, Ltd. 


Previous articles in this series have dealt with various 
aspects of the employment of architects by speculative 
house builders. In this article is described the layout 
and building of the central nucleus of a large suburban 
estate on the outskirts of London. Strictly speaking, 
this is not ‘* housing ’’ in the literal sense : rather is it 
estate layout on so large and important a scale that it 
becomes town planning. Nevertheless it may fitly 
be included in this series of articles because it may be 
said to represent the kind of thing that speculative 
builders ought to do when developing large estates, 
and which, in fact, they so rarely consider at all. 

The Hanger Hill Estate extends down the north-east 
slopes of the high ground lying to the north of Ealing. 
It is in process of being developed by Messrs. Haymills 
as a residential area, with good quality middle-class 
houses (three, four and five bedroom) and a few flats. 

The focal point of the estate is at the north-east 
corner where Park Royal Station on the Underground 
railway system stands on Western Avenue—the new 
main arterial road to Oxford, Gloucester and South 
Wales. Beyond the station on both sides of the arterial 
road are factory estates. 

That part of the scheme which is here illustrated is 
the central nucleus round the tube station. This 
consists of—in addition to the station—shops with flats 


on upper floors, a single large block of about thirty flats, 
a garage and service station with offices above 
(including Messrs. Haymills’ head office), and a hotel 
of modern type containing a restaurant and facilities 
for dancing. A cinema is to be added some way 
down Western Avenue beyond the hotel. 

The architects say that the considerations which 
created the plan were mainly as follows. Before work 
began the station lay on the east side of the railway 
track and was of temporary wooden construction. 
Messrs. Haymills decided to offer a portion of thei 
estate free of charge to the London Passenger ‘Trans- 
port Board for the erection of a new station, obviously 
required by an expanding local population. The agreed 
position of the station was the reason for converging the 
main roads to this end of the estate; the contour of the 
land and its drainage were contributory factors. ‘To 
have the station as a part of their scheme would be to 
Messrs. Haymills’ benefit, but they made the proviso 
that the design should harmonise with that of the 
whole group, which they intended should be controlled 
by their architects. This was not likely to lead 
to confusion of ideas in design, because the general 
design of the newer Underground stations, as laid 
down by Mr. Charles Holden, was in harmony with 
the design of Messrs. Welch & Lander for the 

Continued on page 26 
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Above, the service station, which has offices over it. The steel stanchions are cased with a pattern of glazed tiles. In the distance 
is the hotel. Below is a general plan of the scheme 
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other buildings. ‘Vhat is to say, both are of facing brick- 
work with concrete lintels, steel windows, flat roofs, 
and are predominantly horizontal in character. The 
L.P.T.B. agreed, and, further, entrusted the design 
of the station to Messrs. Welch & Lander. 

It was also clearly desirable to place the car service 
station where the estate roads converged on the arterial 
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The Underground Railay 
Station seen from the pave- 
ment at the side of he 
arterial road. The structure 
is of reinforced concrete faced 
with a veneer of brickwork 


road. ‘The same consideration applied to the shops, 
over which the provision of flats was an obvious step. 
The Middlesex County Council required that these 
buildings should be given their own separate access 
road more or less parallel with the arterial road. The 
L..P.1.B. proposed to use this access road as a stopping 
place for their *bus services along the arterial road. 
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Thus arose quite naturally the curved plan 
of the shopping centre. 

Ihe hotel was created in much the same 
way as the new station. Messrs. Barclay, 
Perkins approached Messrs. Haymills with a 
view to purchasing a site on Western Avenue 
for their hotel. As in the case of the station, 
the stipulation was made that the design 
should be approved by the architects, and 
again Messrs. Welch & Lander (with whom at 
that time was associated Mr. Cachemaille 
Day) were entrusted with the work. 

The principal point of interest about this 
scheme is not only that it is well planned, but 
that it has been designed as a coherent whole. 
Messrs. Haymills, unlike most speculative 
builders, perceived the value of a_ unified 
design in street architecture, but three other 
firms (the L.P.T.B., the brewers, and the 
service station lessees) have been pleased to 
conform to it. It will be generally agreed 
that a work of architectural co-ordination, 
by no means easy to arrange, and a novel 
idea to most commercial firms, has been 
brought to a very successful conclusion. 
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Left: The interior of the booking hall of 
the station. Reinforced concrete cantilevers 
support a dished flat roof. Below: The 
station building from the platforms. All 


glazing bars are of concrete 
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The principal front of the block of flats. 
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There are some detail features of the scheme that 
will not be apparent from the drawings and photographs. 
The circular booking hall of the station follows generally 
a type established by Mr. Holden for the Underground 
stations,* but is nevertheless an individual design. 
Its structure, in reinforced concrete, consists of canti- 
levers, tied in with rings and supporting a slightly 
dished roof. ‘The bridge and stepped staircases to the 
platforms are also of reinforced concrete. 
the brickwork is a veneer, 44 inches thick, built into 
prepared recesses in the reinforced concrete. Brickwork 
is used in this way as a veneer to reinforced concrete 
both for the sake of appearance and because it requires 
practically no maintenance. 

The hotel is of unusual interest because it has achieved 
the desirable feeling of interior warmth and comfort 
without resort to * Tudorbethan.”” The reason why 
brewery companies have in the past built—and still 
do—to ‘ fake” period designs is because they appear to be 
unaware that the atmosphere they desire can be attained 
by any other method. ‘They dislike the colder and more 
formal atmosphere of most attempts at free, modern 

*See “ The Station and Shopping Centre, Southgate.” R.I.B.A. 
JOURNAL, 10 March 1934. 
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The suburban character is unusual 


design, because it frequently does not possess the 
pleasant character of the older English inns and hotels. 

The Park Royal Hotel has this desirable air of 
comfort and warmth which has been attained by the use 
of warm-coloured wood veneers, good colour in paint- 
work, bronze for fittings, and pleasant designs in 
carpets, upholstery and curtains. ‘The effect is a subtle 
one which is almost impossible to describe ; it results 
as much from the avoidance of “artiness”’ as of 
traditional ornament. ‘Too large a window area has 
also been deliberately avoided. The general effect 
requires to be seen and studied to be_ properly 
appreciated. 

A feature of the hotel plan is that the accommodation 
can be put to various uses. The restaurant and cocktail 
lounge on the first floor form a unit that can be let 
off for dances, dinners or Masonic meetings. When this 
is done, part of the ground floor can be used as the 
restaurant, for which purpose it can be cut off from the 
saloon lounge by an accordion-folding partition. 

The exterior of the hotel is also interesting. The 
signs are well placed and of good lettering, and the 
spirally twisted brick piers above the balcony give the 
necessary note of gaiety. 
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The hotel. On the left is the cocktail bar on t floor 
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REVIEW OF CONSTRUCTION AND MATERIALS 


This series is compiled from all sources contributing technical information of use to architects. 


These sources are prin- 


cipally the many research bodies, both official and industrial, indtwidual experts and the R.I.B.A. Science Standing 


Committee. 


Every effort is made to ensure that the information given shall be as accurate and authoritative as possible. 


Questions are invited from readers on matters covered by this section ; they should be addressed to the Technical Editor. 


The following are addresses and telephone numbers which are likely to be of use to those members seeking technical information. 
many other bodies dealing with specialised branches of research whose addresses can be obtained from the Technical Editor. 


There are 
We would 


remind readers that these bodies exist for the service of Architects and the Building Industry and are always pleased to answer enquiries. 


The Director, The Building Research Station, Garston, Nr. Watford, Herts. 


9.30 to 5.30. Saturdays 9 to 12.30. 


The Director, The Forest Products Research Laboratory, Princes Risborough, Bucks. 
Office hours, 9.15 to 5.30. Saturdays 9.15 to 12. 


“© Timberlab Princes Risborough.” 


The Director, The British Standards Institution, 28 Victoria Street, London, S.W.1. 
Office hours, 9.30 to 5. Saturdays 9.30 to 12.30. 


** Standards Sowest London.”’ 


The Technical Manager, The Building Centre Ltd., 158 New Bond Street, London, W.1. 


10 to 6. Saturdays ro to 1. 


Telegrams : ‘‘ Research Phone Watford.” Office hours, 


Telephone : Princes Risborough 101. Telegrams : 
Telegrams : 


Telephone : Victoria 3127 and 3128. 


Telephone : Regent 2701, 2705. Office hours, 


STEELWORK DESIGN 


NOTES ON THE FINAL REPORT OF THE 
STEEL STRUCTURES RESEARCH COMMITTEE 
By R. T. James, M.Inst.C.E. 


This report is the end of another attempt to eliminate 
defects in earlier design methods of structural steel building 
frames and to formulate standard rules to allow more exact 
design. 

Early design and theory were based on the assumption 
that connections between components of a structure were pin 
jointed or hinged, although in fact connections are in practice 
bolted or riveted with angles, gusset plates, etc. 

When a structure is loaded there is a “strain”? due to a 
stress in the components ; that is, for example, each beam 
deflects a little, each compression member compresses a little. 
Consequently there is a change in the angle between any two 
connected components. A pin joint or hinge would take up 
such a change without influencing the strength of the structure, 
but a fixed or stiff connection, such as is obtained in practice, 
cannot. Consequently there are secondary effects, which 
may cause serious local overstressing. 

In bridge work for years these local secondary stresses have 
been¥investigated and allowed for, but in the usual building 
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frames they have only been covered generally by a factor of 
safety. Sometimes, however, special stiff connections have 
been used to resist lateral forces such as horizontal sway, etc. 

A beam is often connected to a stanchion as in the sketch 
1.4. If such a beam is loaded it tends to deflect, and conse- 
quently if the connection is strong it would tend to transmit 
to the stanchion some of the beam’s bending, apart from any 
bending of the stanchion due to the stanchion being loaded 
** off centre.” 

In the old third schedule and in the 1932 Code (refer to 
sketches 2.A and 2.B) this “‘ off centre’’ loading of the 
stanchion was the only stanchion bending considered. 
Obviously, one side of the stanchion would be stressed more 
than the other, and the third schedule merely limited the 
maximum amount of stress, the permissible limit of which 
varied according to whether the stanchion was long and 
slender or short and stiff. 

In the 1932 Code different rules governing the maximum 
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permissible stresses were given. ‘The stress “‘f” (limited by 
the 1932 Code) was due to two things. One, the effect 
of the total vertical load on the stanchion, that is the loads 
*P” and “‘ W,” and the other the effect of the eccentricity or 
** off centreness ’’ of the load which causes increased bending 
in the stanchion. 

The code raised the maximum permissible limit of ‘‘ f,” 
if most of “‘ f”? was due to this bending due to eccentricity. 
The Steel Structures Research Committee has been investi- 
gating by tests and theory whether this was a correct thing 
to do, or, rather, how wrong a thing it was to do, and it also 
developed new rules of design which it hopes will be safe for 
general adoption. 

Referring back to sketch 1.B. The Committee found that 
the usual beam to stanchion connection transmitted to the 
stanchion a considerable amount of the beam’s bending caused 
by loads onthe beam. Therefore in the design of the stanchion 
the effect of the rigidity of the connection and the influence 
of the beam should be taken into account in designing the 
stanchion. 

The Committee therefore propose new rules for design, 
based upon the principle that the beam and the stanchion 
through the medium of the connection are to some extent 
monolithic. Incidentally this restraining effect of the connec- 
tion on the beam may enable a reduction of the beam section 
to be obtained. 

Previously if a steel frame had been designed under the 
rules and assumptions of the older codes and then rigid or 
semi-rigid connections provided, either by welding or bolting 
cleats, etc., then the basis of the design would have been 
entirely wrong, which is not rational. 

It is seen that any rules based upon the rigidity of con- 
nection between beams and stanchions must depend upon the 
type of connections. The proposed rules therefore classify type 
connections and fix the moments they can be allowed to transmit, 
and the stanchions and beams can be designed accordingly. 

Particularly in the case of risks of horizontal sway, etc., 
reliance has previously been placed on semi-rigid connections, 
but it can be said that the tests and experiments and investiga- 
tions made by the Committee have resulted in an addition 
to the usual modern design methods based upon the actual 
behaviour of a building steel frame. Never before has data 
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been available as to the actual behaviour and effect of the 
connection between beam and stanchion. 

It will be appreciated that any rules that may be devised 
for normal and general use and passed into law have not 
only to cover for what may be called abnormal problems, 
solutions for which must be devised with the framework of the 
rules, but they have to cover safely such effects as local torsion 
and small errors of workmanship, etc. 

The new rules will lead to more frequent adoption of struc- 
tural design based upon calculated restraining moments, the 
theory of which has been highly developed during recent 
years. In reinforced concrete design the adoption of such 
methods has now become common _ up-to-date practice. 
Previously this was not possible in the design of normal steel- 
framed buildings because assumptions only of behaviour could 
be made. The new rules and the investigations of the Com- 
mittee will assist in the development of these methods and give 
confidence and possibly official approval to designers. 

It is probable that steel design under the new rules will 
be more tedious and complicated than under the old rules, not 
only because of the more complicated stanchion calculations 
required, but because it will not be possible to separate the 
design of the stanchion from that of the beam. Alterations 
to the structural arrangements during the period of final 
design will be much more complicated than at present, since 
consideration of relative stiffmesses and strength of com- 
ponents and connections is an inherent part of the design 
basis, and any alteration in position or size of a member will 
cause repercussions affecting at least adjacent structural 
components. It may be that at first the new designs will 
not save steelwork, but without doubt the new conception 
of the principles of design is more exact and of more 
general application, and that in_ itself with greater 
familiarity and exercise should lead to economy and im- 
provement and greater adaptability of the steel framework 
to architectural problems, particularly if the use of higher 
stresses is allowed by a greater exactitude and knowledge, so 
well exemplified in mechanical engineering. 

The report brings out a point which is of importance to 
architects planning buildings and more satisfactory to engineers 
in that it is desirable to plan a building so that wind and 
horizontal forces are resisted through definitely planned 
wind bents. 





SMOKE ABATEMENT 


On 26 October a meeting, representative of institutions 
concerned with the question of smoke abatement, was held 
at the Science Museum, South Kensington. The meeting, 
which was convened by the R.I.B.A. Science Standing 
Committee, was attended by the following representatives : 
Mr. J. Gordon Elsworthy (Chartered Surveyors’ Institution), 
Mr. W. R. Gordon and Mr. H. L. Pirie (Coal Utilisation 


Council), Dr. G. P. Crowden (London School of Hygiene 


and Tropical Medicine), Mr. J. Roger Preston (Institution of 


Heating and Ventilating Engineers), Mr. Errington Brewis 
and Mr. J. W. Stewart (Coal Merchants’ Federation of Great 
Britain, Ltd.), Mr. P. C. Honey (British Electrical Develop- 
ment Association), and Colonel W. A. Bristow (Low. Tem- 
perature Coal Distillers’ Association of Great Britain). The 
chair was taken by Mr. Thomas E. Scott [F.]. 

The proceedings opened with the reading of a paper entitled 
“The Abatement of Smoke from Chimneys other than those 
of Factories,” written jointly by Marion Fitzgerald, A.R.San.I., 


Charles Gandy and Arnold Marsh, M.Sc.Tech., M.Inst.F. 
Mr. Gandy read the paper, of which the following is a summary. 
Every aspect of life in this country was more or less affected 
by the smoke nuisance. It was responsible for an enormous 
aggregate of cost in hospital services, in the labour of house 
cleaning, in damage to buildings, dislocation of transport 
due to fog, and for much unnecessary use of artificial light. 
Smoke from coal burned in domestic and office open fires, 
or inefficiently designed or operated central heating plant, 
differed from industrial smoke in that it had a high content of 
tarry matter. This rendered the resultant deposit more 
adhesive and brought the sulphur acids which were produced 
by the combustion of all carbonaceous fuels into intimate 
contact with the surfaces on which the deposit fell. In large- 
scale plants sulphur could be removed by washing, but in 
domestic conditions the quantity of acids could only be reduced 
by using special fuels, or, alternatively, their effects could be 
lessened by eliminating the tarry matter ; this last could be 
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obtained by securing perfect combustion of bituminous coal 
as was obtained by modern underfeed mechanical stokers. 

It was not suggested that the open fire in houses could or 
should be abolished. It could be retained to burn low- 
temperature carbonisation fuels, harder cokes or smokeless 
natural coals. But in offices, flats and hotels, central heating 
supplemented by gas or electric fires, formed the obvious means 
to be used, and were, in fact, being used, so that in these cases 
the smoke problem tended to solve itself. 

After discussing the effect of smoke on town planning and 
urban amenities, the paper went on to suggest action that 
could be taken in various cases. In all cities and large towns 
there were central areas completely, or almost completely, 
without either factory premises or private houses. These 
areas were the business, shopping and social centres. ‘The 
suggestion was made that these central areas could, without 
much difficulty or hardship, be rendered smokeless by regula- 
tions controlling combustion appliances and their operation 
in all buildings in these areas. 

This proposal would hardly affect new buildings in central 
areas, as these were almost always smokeless, so that regula- 
tions would not inflict hardship on the owners. ‘There was a 
section of the Public Health (Smoke Abatement) Act, 1926, 
under which by-laws could be made requiring the provision in 
new buildings, other than private dwelling-houses, of smokeless 
heating and cooking apparatus. All attempts at drafting 
by-laws under this Act had, however, so far failed. It was 
suggested that a by-law might lay down that in all new build- 
ings in the proposed smokeless zones, all grates for the 
burning of solid fuel should be designed for the burning of 
coke or other smokeless fuels. 

It was felt that an important step would be taken if the 
Government and local authorities could be brought to realise 
their own responsibilities in this matter with a view to ensuring 
that all the buildings in their control should be smokeless. 

The abatement of smoke from dwelling-houses remained 
the most difficult and complex aspect of the problem. It 
was true that the use of gas and electricity for cooking and the 
employment of smokeless fuels was increasing, but generally 
the open coal fire remained. While, as far as existing houses 
were concerned, a steady diminution in smoke could be 
expected, it would take many years before smoke from this 
source could be classed as negligible. Various means had 
been suggested for accelerating the process, but all were open 
to objections. Regulations would be far easier to contemplate 
if there were first that unification or nationalisation of the 
power and fuel industries that many persons considered to be 
increasingly desirable. 

In new houses there was no reason for smoke emission. 
The local authorities already had powers to make their own 
housing schemes smokeless, but the occupants of these poorer 
class dwellings were the least able to afford any additional 
expense. Nevertheless, in cases where this had been done the 
inhabitants had expressed their unwillingness to go back 
to old methods. 

It was, moreover, not impracticable to require that all new 
dwelling-houses should conform to by-laws requiring all 
apparatus to be non-smoke emitting. In the case of existing 
houses, it seemed to be not illogical that the local authority 
should bear or contribute to the cost of conversion of apparatus 
either directly or by remission of rates. In view of the 
enormous annual cost of smoke to the inhabitants of a large 
city, the comparatively small expenditure for the mitigation 
of so great an evil seemed well worth while. 


a 


The paper was followed by a lengthy discussion, in which 
the representatives of the various interests, including those 
of the trades, stated their views. Mr. P. J. Waldram [L.], 
in moving a vote of thanks to the writers of the paper, stated 
that he considered the case for strong action in the matter of 
smoke abatement to be made out. He pointed out that, 
while the use of smokeless fuels, such as gas, electricity and 
smokeless coal products, was increasing, the open fire, burning 
bituminous coal, was not likely to disappear for many years, 
and was the chief offender in the matter of smoke creation. 

The following points may be said to have emerged from 
the discussion. The evils arising from smoke pollution were 
generally admitted ; serious adverse influences on the health 
of town dwellers, particularly in the matter of respiratory 
diseases ; damage to buildings and other property ; damage to 
vegetation ; serious reduction in flying hours due to fog. 
Nevertheless, it appeared to be generally agreed that the poor 
could very rarely afford more than one piece of apparatus 
for the varied requirements of cooking, heating, hot water 
supply and clothes drying, and that the cheapest was one 
which burned bituminous coal. There was, indeed, a risk 
that poor persons, when made to live in new houses or tene- 
ments, might spend money that ought to be spent on food 
on the running of more costly apparatus. One speaker 
indicated the definite risk that gain in health through smoke 
abatement might be offset by loss in nutriment. 


It was agreed that gas and electricity were derivatives of 
coal, but representatives of the coal industry pointed out that 
the coal used for these purposes was different from that burnt 
in domestic fires ; the two grades of coal could not easily 
have their uses interchanged. It therefore appeared that 
strong economic influences underlay the burning of bituminous 
coal, and that it was not dependent, as is often supposed, 
solely on a sentimental attachment to the open fire. 

In view of what appeared to be an insurmountable obstacle 
to smoke abatement, it was good news that the Fuel Research 
Station of the D.S.I.R. are conducting experiments into the 
design of apparatus to burn bituminous coal with a view to 
reducing the emission of heavy smoke. Mr. H. L. Pirie, 
Chief Engineer to the Coal Utilisation Council, said that 
these experiments were being made on behalf of his Council, 
and that they were at present very promising. 

The smokeless zones, proposed in the paper, were criticised 
on the grounds that the central area in which smoke emission 
could be prohibited would be too small to be effective, and 
would be invaded by wind-borne smoke from distant factories. 
To this Mr. Charles Gandy replied that the most damaging 
smoke—damaging both to human beings and to buildings- 
was mainly local in character, and could, indeed, often be 
observed falling downwards in the near neighbourhood of the 
flue from which it came. The abolition of local smoke would 
greatly improve the atmosphere in a central area. 


While the meeting did not attain the results which pro- 
tagonists of smoke abatement doubtless would have desired, 
it can be said that the getting together of the various interests 
was an achievement of some value not only for its own sake 
but also for the useful interchange of opinion and evidence 
which resulted. It, indeed, appeared likely that the best 
results both for the community in general and for the various 
industrial interests would be obtained by joint action. As 
one speaker said, it seemed clear that reasonable joint action 
could, in the end, satisfy all interests. 
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Correspondence 


THE R.I.B.A. FILM 
4 Regent Square, W.C.1. 
To the Editor, JouRNAL R.I.B.A. 

Sir,—As a dutiful member I visited the ** Tatler *’ Cinema 
to see the R.I.B.A. film, with which, as you will gather from 
this letter, I was not impressed. 

Is the film a record of ** our beautiful and efficient building,” 
or of the Institute as a body? If the former, it is incomplete ; 
if the latter, it is negligible, at least from the layman’s point 
We are told 
that 100 years ago the membership was umpteen and to-day 
is umpteen thousand, a statement of little significance, but 
quite in accordance with the present-day mania for quantity 
rather than quality. 

I do not remember hearing much more important informa- 
tion, such as where the Institute is situated, what it does, or 
how it does it, and I should be interested to know whether the 
vague but sweeping claim that ‘the value of the architect 
to the community is increasing every day” will send many 
new clients rushing out to find architects’ offices. 

I do feel that more could have been done to encourage the 


of view, to whom it is presumably presented. 


average layman to find out how he can avail himself of 


qualified assistance, how much it will cost him, and why it 
will be to his definite advantage. 
to the converted, and public knowledge on these points is not 
very widespread. 

Three of the major functions of the Institute, i.e., Meetings, 
Exhibitions and Examinations, are hardly touched upon. 
We are shown a glimpse of the Examination Hall, but what 
a glorious opportunity is missed of showing the little altars 
set out in neat rows in readiness for the half-yearly slaughter. 

While I fully realise the film is a new venture of the Institute. 
which I heartily applaud, and that a news reel is necessarily 
limited, I hope we shall have something better to show our 
lay friends next time. 


It is of no use preaching 


I am, Sir, 
Yours faithfully, 
A. F. Russeri [A.]. 


The following note on Mr. Russell’s letter has beer 
member of the Public Relations Committee.—Ep. 

Mr. Russell raises one or two points which show that there can 
easily be misunderstanding of even such a simple adventure in 
publicity as this film. In the first place, it should be pointed out 
that the Gaumont-British Company bore the complete cost, and 
they alone decided how long the film could be. If the film had been 
longer it would probably have taken a different form, and it might 
have been possible to give some of the information which Mr. 
Russell missed. In the production there was complete co-operation 
between the R.I.B.A. Film Sub-Committee and the company. 
They deferred to the Sub-Committee’s opinion on many matters, 
and the Sub-Committee paid due attention to the company’s 
experience of what features ‘go down” with cinema audiences. 

The commentary was only 250 words in length. Some part of 
it had to refer directly to the pictures, so that the amount free for 
description of the R.I.B.A.’s services and functions, all those things 
which Mr. Russell and probably many others, including the 
members of the Sub-Committee, would have liked to have heard 
described to the public was severely limited. The following facts 


contributed by a 


were given :—The existence of the R.I.B.A. and the meaning of 


those initials, that it is an organisation covering the whole Empire, 
that it enjoys Royal patronage, that its membership and its responsi- 


bilities in recent years have been remarkable, that it has built new 
headquarters (the actual subject of the picture), and that this fine 
building was the result of a competition. This much and more 
was stated directly and even more was suggested. There are many 
different kinds of publicity ; this was the kind of simple statement 
that the Institute was happily enabled to make at no cost to itself. 
If we had filled our time with a recital of many other hard pro- 
fessional facts we would probably have bored our audiences, which 
would have been the last way to send them “ rushing out to find 
architects’ offices.” 


ARCHITECTURE AND ARCHAOLOGY 
73 St. James's Street, S.W.1. 
To the Editor, JOURNAL R.I.B.A. 

Str,—I have been asked to write to you my reflections on 
the British School at Athens. It will be generally admitted 
that the most noble and the most universally admired archi- 
tecture of any country is that which has grown out of the 
immediate requirements and conditions of the country in 
which it is found. The Greek, the Roman, the Norwegian, 
and the English Gothic, notably the Tudor, as shown by ow 
colleges and baronial halls. All these and many others were 
originally distinct and representative of the native require- 
ments, conditions and national character. By requirements 
is meant the fitness for the prevailing mode of life, religion, 
tradition and social customs, sometimes prevailing industry. 
In the term conditions must be included geological, geo- 
graphical, climatic, and, last but not least, the quality of light. 

If then the finest architecture has grown out of these quali- 
ties, must it not be the student’s first duty to study these same 
qualities in his own country? And is it not a life’s work? 
The knowledge of the possibilities and limitations of different 
materials and their fitting treatment can only be acquired by 
studying what has been done and is being done with them. 
Such knowledge is the science of architecture but not the art. 

The art of architecture is in its proportion, colour, combina- 
tion of different materials, texture, light and shade. And 
we must include pattern, which involves harmony (discord, 
sometimes), contrast, and rhythm. All these being matters 
of individual taste : and none for which there is or ever was 
any universally accepted standard. Each man’s sense of 
beauty, fitness, proportion and the rest must depend on his 
personal feeling and character. It has been noticed that man’s 
sense of proportion is often a reflection of the proportion of 
his own frame, though entirely unconscious. The depend- 
ence of these qualities on personal character will explain why 
in a materialistic age like the present we miss all sense of 
reverence for the past and express greed in its place. Still 
much architectural science is evident to-day, but no art. 

If there is any truth in the foregoing statements, it must 
follow that to mix up the architectural expressions of different 
nations or allow any foreign style to contaminate our own is 
like blending two different national languages, as too often 
happens in our modern literature. 

The architecture of every country in its purity has always 
been the accurate history of the moral, spiritual and material 
condition of the time and country in which it is found. And 
if it is mixed with the feelings of other nations it is false history. 
And all falsehood is poisonous. 

I remain faithful to tradition, but not its slave. 

CHARLES F. ANNESLEY VoysEy [F.]. 
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Committee on Health and Comfort Conditions in Housing 





new In connexion with a survey, in which several countries are tects, engineers and the building industry, and to local 
fine co-operating with the Health Section of the League of Nations, health authorities. 
10re a conference was held at the London School of Hygiene and (2) To receive from organised sections of the building 
ct Propical aegis penn penne oa = wai oe ese industry information as to problems bearing on the 
self and of official boc ies anc tec regen age bers ica — hygiene of housing requiring attention, to bring these 
pro- workers in this country concerned with — , aeons comfort problems to the notice of appropriate centres of research 
hich conditions in housing. Various persons present expressed and, possibly, to co-ordinate the approach of various 
find the view that such a meeting was valuable, and that it was research centres to them, The importance of this arises 
desirable to constitute a permanent committee on similar in part from the fact that under modern conditions a 
lines. .\ sub-committee was accordingly appointed to go specific problem may call for joint investigation by both 
into the matter more fully, and, on their recommendation, a unedceal aul teclenical woslet. 
permanent committee has now been instituted. Invitations hic ail meee pen” Cai. ee. ae 
ne a TOE GRANGE Ree Ween eta : As regards the second of these objects, the initiative rests 
to appoint representatives have so far been accepted by the ite tee bend MF ae fin the Be re eS 
following bodies : The Ministry of Health, the Department of non : wa on . eg R a ee ' - —_ Meir sciatic ady 
> on Health for Scotland, the British Medical Association, Building eh d nae . av iy ances pring cool a cee 
tted Industries National Council, Building Research Station, the rs anger: ‘1 an a i oo ee ye res ag 
chi- Industrial Health Research Board, the Institute of Electrical he Sieg ities “ti ; e en Ke . riggs wr — pec aah si Bs 
the Engineers, the Institution of Gas Engineers, the Institution —- undertaken of papers at a accessible only in 
7 in f Heating and Ventilating Engineers, the London School of official and technical publications and “%s the proceedings ol 
. igh sd en asic a Se ; : rofessional bodies in order that those of general interest mav 
lan, Hygiene and Tropical Medicine, the Royal Institute of #8 ills iyaue ee Re are S a: Ss 
our sritish Architects, the Royal Sanitary Institute, and the Society ee wider public _ through the agency ol the Com- 
vere of Medical Officers of Health. This list is not necessarily weenie In this en the adage ae of librarians ol 
lire- lete, and the Committee propose to invite representatives professional eeEerenee 2 sought in selecting papers suitable 
ibaa cat ; ii I for transmission to the Committee 
ents of other bodies to assist them. i 
ion, It will be the object of the Committee to serve as a link Communications may be addressed to the Secretary, at 
wis ‘n the building industry and organisations concerned the Lomsom School - Hygiene and Tropical Medicine, Keppel 
geo- eeirigine by ; RR ENE BORE is . Street (Gower Street), W.C.1. 
‘cht. with medical and technic al res¢ arch be aring on health and . . 
bait comfort conditions in housing. They will work in co-opera- A sub-committee has been appointed to report at once on 
nou tion with existing institutions and, while they may find it the possibilities of defining and applying practical standards 
ah necessary to initiate a certain amount of new work, it will be of adequacy as to the natural lighting of dwellings. 
“ei their main endeavour to co-ordinate and interpret what is As a result, it is probable that criteria of amenity with 
dt he already being done by other bodies. regard to different classes of locality will be considered in the 
‘em. It is important that the information at the disposal of the near future ; and, if recommended, may influence materially 
. art. League of Nations should be representative of current practice the decisions of local authorities administering the Town and 
yina- and accepted data and methods in building design, construc- Country Planning Act, 1932. 
And tion and regulation in this country, and the Committee will The subject was dealt with in a communication from the 
ord, forward from time to time suitable information to the Health Science Standing Committee to the JouRNAL of 7 September 
tters Section of the League of Nations. Apart from this, it is 1935. 
Was intended that their two main functions shall be It is suggested that members who have views as to desirable 
e ol 1) To co-ordinate, interpret and present the results criteria which they desire to be considered should communicate 
n his of technical and medical research bearing on health and them promptly to the R.I.B.A. representative on the 
nan's comfort conditions in housing in such a way as to make committee, Mr. Percy J. Waldram. F.S.I.. 9 Gray’s Inn 
om ol these results conveniently available to practising archi- Square, W.C.1. 
yend- 
why 
se ol =a 
Still 
poor R.I.B.A. Dance Club 
erent 
pice The Dance Club has organised four dances this Applications for tickets should be made at least four 
often Session, the first of which was held last Tuesday, days before each dance to Mr. R. W. H. Robertson, 
Ricans ; November, when Billy Tait’s band played. The Clerk to the Dance Club, at 66 Portland Place, and 
terial dates of the other three dances are 15 December 1936 must be accompanied by cheques for the appropriate 
And and 13 April and 1 June 1937. amount ; they will not otherwise be entertained or 
story. The dances will start at 9 and finish at 1 a.m. Tickets acknowledged. 


F]. 


are 6s. each, or 5s. each for four or more, but not more 


+} . . ° 
than ten tickets will be issued to any one person. 


Applications by telephone will not be 
accepted. Members will make their own arrangements 
for alcoholic refreshments. 
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Reviews 


NORTHAMPTONSHIRE HOUSES 
THe Otp Haris AND Manor Houses oF NORTHAMPTON- 
SHIRE, by 7. Alfred Gotch. gto, x-+-94 pp. +- 157 plates — map 
London: Batsford. 1936. 215. 

For its size Northamptonshire seems to contain more old 
halls and manor houses of architectural merit than any other 
county. ‘Their beauty and variety are most interesting and 
pleasing. But though many of them are well known to lovers 
and students of old architecture there are many which are 
scarcely known, and which are now properly described and 
illustrated for the first time. Mr. Gotch, with his practised 
skill, writes in such a scholarly and fascinating way that one 
is not surprised that he excels himself when his native county 
is his subject. 

The book is extremely well illustrated by 157 plates from 
photographs and drawings, and by plans and sketches. 

A topographical method has been adopted, starting from 
the north-east corner of the county near Peterborough, and 
working down to the south-west corner, near Banbury. A 
map at the end of the book shows all the places, named and 
numbered as in the script, so that it would be easy for anyone 
with a car to visit all these houses without covering his tracks. 

A topographical arrangement does not facilitate com- 
parison and comprehension of the architectural development 
of the various periods quite so well as a chronological arrange- 
ment, but it is difficult, or even impossible, to make an in- 
telligible period arrangement of buildings erected or altered 
and added to at various times. 

After a short introduction giving a general description and 
history of these houses, each one is described in more detail, 
with interesting particulars of its owners who built it, its 
inhabitants, and, in a few cases, its architect, from the time of 
John Thorpe to that of Samuel Saxon (c. 1800), and is illustrated 
by photographs and drawings. 

One would have liked plans of Barnwell Castle, Deene 
Park, and Easton Neston, and photographs of Great Oakley 
and Delapré Abbey, of which drawings are given, and a draw- 
ing of Holdenby would have been welcome. It was a wicked 
thing to pull down this last house. Fortunately that Eliza- 
bethan gem, Kirby Hall, after more than a century of 
desertion and consequent dilapidation, has now been saved 
from further decay by the Office of Works, under whose care 
it has been placed. Alterations and additions by Inigo 
Jones, about 1630, add to its beauty and interest. 

A few early buildings, Woodcroft Castle Longthorpe Tower, 
Northborough Manor House, Southwick Hall, the gateways 
of Barnwell and Rockingham Castles, and Stoke Albany 
Manor House, 15th century, show the development of these 
houses from the 13th century to the early part of the 16th 
century, when the picturesque Fawsley Dower House, now 
in ruins, was built. 

Of the larger and more important mansions, Apethorpe, 
Burghley, Castle Ashby, Drayton, Rushton Hall, and Rocking- 
ham Castle, show the magnificence of the Elizabethan period, 
and Fawsley Hall that of a rather earlier date, its fine hall 
with its open timber roof being comparable to that of Burgh- 
ley, which has a most stately courtyard and a stone-vaulted 
staircase like some of those in the old chateaux of the Loire. 

Apethorpe Hall ** may well take a large pride of place 


... and shows. the development of domestic architecty 
from the time of Henry VII onwards.” The Jacobean wing 
with its long gallery and some beautiful chimney-picces an 
ornamental plaster ceilings, being amongst its best featur 
‘Lady Margaret’s Bower” at Castle Ashby is a delight 
room, and the late 17th century staircase there has a rich! 
carved balustrade. 

Drayton House has been altered and enlarged at vari 
periods, chiefly about the time of William and Mary, wh 
the new entrance front and other works were built. T| 
gateway is very fine, and the gardens are lovely. 

Rushton Hall is one of the most beautiful and interestip; 
houses in the county, built in the late 15th century, and t 
Elizabethan and Jacobean periods. 

Boughton House was rebuilt at the beginning of the 1 
century, in the style of part of Versailles, and is a most stat 
example of the period, with well-laid out grounds, in keepin; 

Althorp, a dignified mansion, was remodelled in the |: 
18th century, Henry Holland having been the architect. 

Milton is an Elizabethan house, partly rebuilt and larg 
added to in the latter part of the 18th century. 

Of the moderate sized halls, the Manor House, Gayton, 
an interesting and picturesque building of the early 1ft 
century, the plan being an equal armed cross, with b: 
windows at the ends of three of them. Probably this hou 
inspired the design of the well-known Lyveden New Building 
built in 1595-1600 on a larger and more elaborate scale, | 
never completed, and now preserved by the National Trus 
The curious triangular Lodge at Rushton, of the same da 
is now scheduled as an Ancient Monument. 

Deene Park, Great Oakley Hall, and the earlier porti 
of Dingley Hall, are good examples of Elizabethan hous 
and Canons Ashby is the most attractive of all, the alterati 
in the time of Queen Anne not having spoilt it. The drawing 
room is beautiful, and the setting of the house is superb. 

The Armada House, Weston, built in 1588, is a charmin 
example of one of the smaller houses of its time, and Weld 
Manor House, Pilton Rectory, and Barnwell Castle, are gi 
specimens of the Jacobean period. 

Lilford House, built in 1635, is an excellent exam 
although rather spoilt by the “row of thirteen chim 
united by arches, which rear themselves in a long straight li 
above the roofs.” 

Cotterstock Manor was built in 1658 in the Jacobean sty! 
which still lingered, although about 1655 Lamport Hall a 
Thorpe Hall were being built in the Italian Renaissai 
manner, from designs by John Webb, the successor of Inig 
Jones, who died in 1652. Lamport Hall contains some ft 
rooms, and Thorpe Hall has a splendid carved staircase. 

Inigo Jones designed the large and important hou 
Stoke Bruerne, built in 1630-6, the first of those with a cent 
block and two wings connected by quadrant colonnaces, 4 
destroyed by fire except the pavilions, which fortunat 
survive. 

The only house of the Restoration period seems 
Aynho Park, the centre portion of which is said to hav 
built in 1662. 

Easton Neston, of which Nicholas Hawksmoor was 


architect in 1702, is a fine house, characteristic of its tum 
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[he drawing-room has an elaborate plaster ceiling, and wall 
decorations. 

Cottesbrooke Hall is a good example of an early 18th 
century house, and Courtenhall of the last decade (1795), 
with a charmingly planned library, in two corners of which 
are arched recesses, the architect having been Samuel Saxon, 
a pupil of Sir William Chambers. 

After such a feast as Mr. Gotch has provided, it may appear 

i little ungracious to query anything, but ought not the 
ames k Inn, Wansford, to be dated * 17th century,”’ instead 
of “ early 18th century” ? The high-pitched roof and gables, 
the string courses, and the moulded window openings, which 
look as if they had contained mullions and casements, before 
the double-hung sashes now there, and the chimney stacks 
have a distinct 17th century appearance. Also the House 
near the Church, Harringworth, described as * early 18th 
century.” Should not this be “‘ 17th century’? The stone 
mullion windows with their label mouldings, and the chimney 
stacks, seem to be of the earlier date, pet the whole building 
is very similar to Walker’s House, Rockingham Castle ( 

Our inheritance of fine old houses is a national responsibility, 
but more fundamentally, perhaps, it is a local responsibility. 
Those people who built and lived in the houses Mr. Gotch 
describes were some of them national personages. Burghleys, 
Spencers, Johns, men whose acts are as important in 
English social history as their houses are in its architectural 
history, but all of them, great and small, were Northampton- 
shire men. A particular value of Mr. Gotch’s book is that, 
by treating the houses as a county unit, the local sense of pride 
and responsibility is fostered. Old houses hidden in the 
English countryside have always been in danger from neglect 
and misdirected care. To-day there are new and worse 
dangers, but also a new and livelier sense than ever of the real 
worth of treasures which can never be replaced or restored 
io life if we once let them decay. Here the hard common- 
sense of an historian is reinforced by Mr. Gotch’s evident 
affection for the buildings of his locality. Neither historical 
knowledge nor affection alone can do all that is necessary to 
excite the wide community of interest which is necessary if we 
are to benefit to the full from our inheritance ; but the two 
combined, as Mr. Gotch combines them, are powerful. Inci- 
dentally, his book may serve as the best guide to the domestic 
architecture of the county for those who come from outside. 
More essentially it is an invaluable inventory for the Northamp- 
tonshire people who live by and in and have local responsibility 
for their own county’s architecture. 

Louis AMBLER, F.S.A,. [F.] 





INFORMATION WITHOUT TEARS 
PLANNING. AN ANNUAL NoTEBOOK, by E. @ O. E. sm. fo. 
300 pp., inc. 54 pp. advts. London: Architect and Building 
ews. 193 6. 5S. 

At a first glance two things about this book are strikingly 
obvious, the simple presentation of the information and the 
very low price of the publication—both are important. The 
low price will, it can be hoped, result in the book being so 
popular that subsequent editions will be called for. The 
simplicity of presentation will make it easily possible for the 
authors to make revisions in future editions as information 
becomes out of date. The publication is far more valuable 
than the ** important tome ” which is too expensive for easy 
revision and re-issue. 

The architectural profession is singularly lacking in good, 
concise and easily accessible technical information, and one 
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wonders why those excellent E. & O. E. articles which appeared 
in the Architect did not more quickly reach this form, but by 
waiting a good range of subjects has accumulated. In this 
reprint are articles on :—The House ; Planning for the Week- 
end ; Flats ; Small Flats ; Planning for Recreation ; Schools ; 
Open-air Swimming Baths; Village Halls; Libraries ; 
Hospitals ; Hotels; Shops and Stores; Factory Buildings ; 
Planning for the Motor Vehicle ; and Municipal Buildings. 
This is a very wide range but not the whole story. The 
volume, however, is significantly called an annual, so it is, 
we hope, the first volume only of a series. 

The information given with reference to each subject 
follows a regular model; first are diagrammatic analyses 
showing the essentials of a scheme and the desirable relation- 
ships of one part to another and to the whole ; there are de- 
tailed diagrams of the various parts, and finally details 
equipment and furniture. The well-systematised ordering of 
the book makes it easy to use, and the thoroughness with 
whick points big and small have been tackled is impressive. 
E. & O. E. contrive to speak with an air of first-hand authority 
on all their diverse subjects. 

The authors show admirably the effect of use and process, 
of circulation and supervision on the design of the plan, and 
explain simply in the letterpress all that is necessary for an 
architect to know to tackle the general problems of design. 

The publishers have introduced a small amount of adver- 
tising matter to achieve the low price, but the fact that each 
section contains a few pages of advertisement is not obiection- 
able, as the advertisements are appropriate to the subject. 
Each section, too, contains a blank page which is very useful 
for notes on experience in practice. 

I would suggest one addition for a future volume—that is, a 
chapter on Acts of Parliament, bye-laws and the requirements 
of local and other authorities, the fire brigade, police and 
insurance companies, giving, under each type of building, the 
consents which it is necessary to obtain for the particular work 
and the sections of the Act or bye-law involved. 

LL. H. Bucknett [F.} 


A NEW ART HISTORY BIBLIOGRAPHY 
Tue Courrautp Institute. Annual Bibliography of the History 
of British “i. Vol. I, 1934. 98vo, xvitg94 pp. Cambridge : 
UP. 1936 
This is the first issue of what will certainly prove to be one 
of the most valuable art (including architectural) biblio- 
graphies, and is a welcome extension of the activities of the 
Courtauld Institute. The bibliography includes books and 
articles on the history of British art, excluding Roman but 
including Celtic and Viking art and covering architecture, 
painting, sculpture, the graphic and the applied arts. 
Writings on British private collections and museums have 
been noted though the arts discussed may not be British ; 
writings on modern art and living artists are also included as 
well as contemporary criticism. The list of journals and 
books to which references have been made is reasonably 
complete though there are several important foreign archi- 
tectural journals such as, for instance, L’ Architecture d’ Aujourd’ hui, 
which have frequent critical references to English work. 
The Courtauld Institute can be congratulated on the 
presentation of the bibliography, which is one of the easiest to 
follow that we have ever seen. 
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Review of Periodicals 


Attempt is made in this review to refer to the more important articies in all the journals received by the Library. None of the 


/ 


journals mentioned are in the Loan Library, but the Librarian will be pieased to give information about prices and where 


each journal can be obtained. 


Members can have photostat copies of particular articles made at their own cost on 


application to the Librarian. 


SCHOOLS AND UNIVERSITIES 

Buitper. Vol. CLI. 1936. 14 August. P. 296. 
Boarding house, Stowe School, Bucks, by R. Fielding Dodd 
[F.], includes dormitories and studies. 

JouRNAL oF INsTITUTE OF MUNICIPAL AND 

ENGINEERS. 1936. 13 October. P. 603. 

Recent Schools in Nottingham, by S. V. Cherry [4.]. 

DESIGN AND ConstRuUCTION. 1936. October. P. gor. 

ARCHITECTS’ JOURNAL. 15 October. P. 524. 
Northfields School, Dunstable. Central Elementary School, 
by O. P. Milne. 

ByGGMASTAREN 

P. 333. 

Girls’ schools. General article on schools and _ illustrated 
descriptions of three modern Swedish schools at Malm6, 
Stockholm and Goteborg. 

ARCHITECT AND BurLpiInG News. 1936. 16 October. P. 67. 
St. Catherine’s Society New Building, Oxford. <A central 
building for non-collegiate students, with dining hall, common 
room, lecture hall, library, etc., by Hubert Worthington [F.]. 


EXHIBITION BUILDINGS 


County 


STOCKHOLM). 1936. 11 September. 


BULLETIN ‘TECHNIQUE DE LA Suisse ROMANDE (LAU- 
SANNE). 1936. 10 October. P. 251 
Competition for Swiss pavilion, Paris Exhibition, 1937. 


Winner, Brauning, Len and Diirig. 
building. 


Lively glass and concrete 


ARKITEKTEN (HELSINGFORS). 19936 No. 7. P. 99. 
Finnish pavilion for Paris Exhibition, 1937. Winning design 
by Aino and Aalto. 

CONSTRUCTION MODERNI Paris). 7936. 18 October. 


P. 50. 
Designs for pavilions in Paris Exhibition, 1937 
SLOVENSKY STAVITEL’ (BRATISLAVA 1936. No.1. P.1. 
Architecture and propaganda. Illustrations of several good 
building exhibitions, including various exhibitions staged by 


Gropius, Moholy-Nagy and Bayer. 
ZOOS 
Nippon ARCHITECT (TOKYO).  199¢ October. P. 1 


and aquatic laboratory. 
October. 


Tokyo Imperial University aquarium 
HEATING AND VENTILATING 

F. 162. 
Air-conditioning in Paris Zoo. Monkey House. 


CIVIC BUILDINGS 
ARCHITECTURAL Forum (NEW YorRK). 1936. 
r. 302. 
Civic auditoria, Battle Creek. Michigan, with gymnasium, 
full theatre, exhibition rooms, lecture rooms, etc. ; and 
Kansas City, with vast covered arena seating 26,000 and 


ENGINEER. 1936. 


October. 


theatres for 3,000 and 1,500. These American auditoria 
are among the most interesting civic centre buildings being 
erected to-day. All forms of athletic and cultural activity 
are provided for in one building. 

ARCHITECT AND BUILDING News. 1996. 30 Oct. P. 136. 


) 
BUILDER. 1936. 3 


ARCHITECTS’ JOURNAL. 


o Oct be r P. &. 41. 
28 October. P. 589. 


Barking Town Hall competition. 
R. Edmonds [A4.]. 

3UILDER. 1936. 23 October. P. 78r1a. 

ARCHITECT AND BUILDING NEws. 1936. 23 October. P. 107. 
Central refuse disposal depot for the Highways department, 
City of Westminster, by G. G. Wornum [F.]. 


Winners, H. Jackson and 


ARKITEKTEN (HELsINGFors). 1936. No. 7. P. 107. 
Water tower at BjOrneborg, by Bertel Strommer. 
BAUWELT (BERLIN). 1936. 8 October. Plate 1. 


Recent German barracks. 
ARCHITECTURAL Forum (NEW 
F. 360. 
Prison, Broad Meadows Farms, Chester, Pa., U.S.A. 


SPORTS BUILDINGS AND BATHS 
\MERICAN 
Septembe r ©: 57° 
* Athletic Group,” Saratoga Springs, New York, by D. J. 
Baum, includes bath, gymnasia, stadium, etc. 


YORK). 1936. October 


ARCHITECT AND ARCHITECTURE. 1936 


COoNsTRUCTION MODERNE (PARIS). 1996. tr October. 
Fe 92: 
Cité des sports, Paris open-air bath, by A. Mellone. 
3UILDER. 1936. 23 October. P. 786. 
Harringay arena for ice hockey and skating and _ sports. 


Seats about 11,000. 
ARCHITECTURAI 
P. 369. 
Swimming pool, Crotona Park, New York City, and covered 
tennis court, Michigan. 
BAUGILDE (BERLIN). 1936. 5 October. P. 819. 
Schemes for a huge sea bathing establishment at Riigen. An 
interesting reference. 


Forum (NEw York). 1936. October. 


BUILDER. 1936. 30 October. P. 839. 
Cricket pavilion, Lakenham, Norwich, by J. G. Davies [L.]. 
OFFICES 


SUILDER. 1936. 30 October. P. 833. 

Offices of National Mutual Life Assurance Society, King 
Street and Cheapside, E.C., by Campbell Jones, Sons and 
Smithers [FF.]. 

ARCHITECTURE U.S.S.R. 1936. October. P. 27. 
Office of the Commissariat of Light Industry, Moscow, bj 
le Corbusier and P. Jeanneret, with N. J. Colli. 
INSTITUTIONAL BUILDINGS 

ARCHITECT AND BurLDING News. 1936. 23 October. P. 98. 
Royal Empire Society new H.Q., by Sir H. Baker and A. T. 
Scott [FF.], includes lecture theatre and library. 

SoutH AFRICAN ARCHITECTURAL RECORD. 

P. 255. 


Competition designs for new 


1936. July. 


headquarters of the Master 
Builders’ Association, Johannesburg, and assessors’ report. 
SHOPS 

ARCHITECTURE U.S.S.R. 1936. October. P. 42. , 
Large shops. Article with plans and illustrations of severa! 
departmental stores in Moscow. 
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For' BRUNN). 1936. September. FP: 176. 
Bohuslav Brouk shop in Pressburg, by Christian Ludwig. 


Ground and 6 floors. 
ARCHITECTURAL FORUM 
P. 0. 
Shops of various sizes and kinds, all in U.S.A. 


TRANSPORT BUILDINGS 
INNEN DEKORATION (STUTTGART). 1936. 
Zeppelin ~ Hindenburg.” Planning and 
passengers: quarters by Fritz A. Breuhaus. 
INDUSTRIAL BUILDINGS 
Buriper. 1936. 16 October. P. 728. 
Gillette Industries Factory, Great West Road, by Sir Banister 
Fletcher [F.]. 
ARCHITECTS’ JOURNAL. 1936. 8 October. P. 487. 
ARCHITECT AND BurtpinG News. 1936. 16 October. P. 71. 
Associated Newspapers, Ltd., building, Victoria Embank- 
ment, by Ellis & Clarke. Offices and printing works. 
ARCHITECTURAL Forum (New York). 1936. October. 
P, 939: 
Recent U.S.A. industrial buildings, including 
printing plant, laundry, aircraft factory, etc. 
_ Kentiku Sekar (Tokyo). 1936. August. P. 4. 
Yosida watch factory, Hino, Tokyo, by E. Sugawara 
HOSPITALS, SANATORIA, etc. 
ARcHITECT AND Burtpinc News. 
PP. ¥30: 
German Hospital, Dalston, E. Additions by Burnet, Tait 
and Lorne [FF.]. Maternity and children’s wards, nurses’ 
bedrooms and service kitchens, etc. 
BuitDER. 1936. 16 October. P. 734. 
3arking Hospital. Administration block and pavilion wards 
and addition of 3 pavilion wards, by Dawson and Allardyce 
[L. & A.]. 
ARCHITECTS’ JOURNAL. 1936. 22 October. P. 555. 
Sully Tuberculosis Hospital, Cardiff, by W. A. Pite, Son and 
Fairweather [FF.]. 
\RCHITECT AND 
P.. DFR, 


Maternity Home, Berne, by Salvisburg and Brechbuhl. 


(NEw York). 1936. October. 


August. P. 267. 
decoration _ of 


newspaper 


1936. 30 October. 


BuitpiInG News. 1936. 23 October. 


ConstRucTION MopeRNE (Paris). 1936. 11 October. 
P. 28 
“La Montagne ” clinic at Courbevoie, by G. Appia. 
ARCHITECTURAL Forum (NEw York). 1936. October. 


P. 554. 
Children’s Hospital, Denver, Colorado, by B. Hoyt. 

Kentiku SEKAI (Tokyo). 1936. August. P. 8. 

Hospital of Sendai Communications Bureau. A small general 
hospital. 

CHANTIERS (ALGIERS). 1936. 
Rivet Sanatorium near Algiers. 
illustrated by models and plans. 

ANNALES TECHNIQUES (ATHENS). 

ti 920. 
Sanatorium, Mt. Parnés, near Athens, by J. Antoniades. 

Forum (BRUNN). 1936. September. P. 176. 
Sanatorium, Zams, Tirol, by Willy Braun. 

THEATRES AND CINEMAS 


ARCHITECTURAL Forum (NEW York). 


September. P. 461. 
A large modern building 


1936. 1 October. 


1936. October. 
, . 3740 ath, 

Will Rogers Cinema, Chicago, and cinemas, Illinois and 
White Plains, New York. 
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ARCHITECT AND Burtpinc News. 
P. 140. 

‘** Granada’? Cinema, Wandsworth Road, S.W.. by 

Israel and Elsom [A4.]. 

ARCHITECTURE ILLUSTRATED. 1936. October. P. 100. 
Private cinema for Lord Beaverbrook, Cherkley Court, 
Leatherhead, Surrey, by Messrs. Robert Atkinson [FF.]. 
CHURCHES 

BAUGILDE (BERLIN). 1936. 15 October. P. 847. 
Church and community house, Hermsdorf, by Otto Risse. 

BAUGILDE (BERLIN). 1936. 5 October. P. 819. 
Scheme for re-building Berlin Cathedral. 
DOMESTIC 

Country Lire. 1936. 17 October. 
Hampstead Garden Suburb. 
and history. 

Dom OstEDLE MIESzZKANIE 
Flats and small houses. 
houses. 

ARCHITECTS’ JOURNAL. 1936. 68 October. P. 483. 

Flats at Stockwell, S.W., by G. G. Wornum [F.]. Rents 
£80 and £104 for (a) 1 double bedroom and living room and 
(6) 2 bedrooms, living room, etc. 

ARCHITECTURAL RECORD. 1936. October. P. 253. 
Westacres. A small holdings scheme near Pontiac, U.S.A. 
150 houses with 1 acre land; enough to raise fruits, vege- 
tables and poultry for own consumption. Communal recrea- 
tional and educational amenities. Scheme examined in 
detail with full figures of costs, etc., and excellently illustrated. 

ARCHITECTURAL ReEcorD. 1936. October. P. 287. 

‘* Apartment Houses.” Middleeclass flats in U.S.A. and 
Europe. Special articles on interior planning and furnishing. 

BuILpER. 1936. 30 October. P. 838. 

Doctors’ houses, including 
Epsom, by C. Whitby [/.]. 
JOURNAL OF THE INDIAN 
Vol. TIT. No. 1. 1936. Fuly. 

Flats at Byculla, Bombay. 

ARCHITECTS’ JOURNAL. 1936. 30 October. P. 605. 
Almshouses, Gedling, Notts, by Cecil Howitt [F.]. 


CONSTRUCTION 


1936. 30 October. 


Lyons, 


P. 408. 
Well illustrated description 


WARSAW). 1936. Nos. 5-6. 
Illustrations of Polish and other 


surgeries, etc., Church Street, 
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AMERICAN ARCHITECT AND ARCHITECTURE. 1936. 
September. P. 21. 
Prefabrication. Survey of 48 established methods. Fully 


described and excellently illustrated. Important 

ConcreETE. 1936. October. P. 557. 

Mopin system of construction. Article on production o 
concrete units. 

ARCHITECTS’ JOURNAL. 1996. 30 October. P. 599. 
Timber House, Woodford Green, Essex, by le Mare [A.] 
and Proskauer. Working details. 

WERK (ZurRICH). 1996. October. P. 293. 

Modern timber buildings. A good reference. 
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Accessions to the Library 
1936-1937—I 


Lists of all books, pamphlets, drawings and photographs presented 
to, or purchased by, the Library are published periodically. It is 
suggested that members who wish to be in close touch with the 
development of the Library should make a point of retaining these 
lists for reference. 

Any notes which appear in the lists are published without 
prejudice to a further and more detailed criticism. 

Books presented by publisher for Review marked R. 

Books purchased marked r. 

*Books of which there is at least one copy in the Loan Library. 


ARCHITECTURE 
SOCIETIES (GENERAI 
Annual Reports, year books and lists of members of the following 
Allied Societies : 
NOTTINGHAM, DERBY AND LINCOLN ARCHITECTURAL SOCIETY 
NORFOLK AND NORWICH ASSOCIATION OF ARCHITECTS 
SHEFFIELD, SOUTH YORKSHIRE AND JDiIsTrRicr SOCIETY OF 
ARCHITECTS AND SURVEYORS 
West YORKSHIRE SOCIETY OF ARCHITECTS 
TASMANIAN INSTITUTE OF ARCHITECTS 
Paris: EcoLE NATIONALE SUPERIEURE DES BEAUX-ARTS 
Les Concours d’architecture de l'année scolaire, 1935-1936. 
27me annee. 
pfo. 12”. Paris: Vincent, Fréal. [1936.] (£1 7s. 5d.) P. 
HisToRY 
DaLE (ANTONY) 
*James Wyatt, architect, 1746-18 


13. 
g}”. 139 pp.+pls. 


Oxford : Basil Blackwell. 
1936. 12s. 6d. R. & P. 
FEULNER (ADOLF) 
Bayerisches rokoko. 
12}”. vi) +141 17) pp.+197 pls. Munich : 
Kurt Wolff. [1923 or after.] (£2 15s.) P. 
BLoMFIELD (Sir REGINALD) 
*Three hundred years of French architecture, 1494-1794. 
8)”. x+129 pp.+pls. Lond.: Maclehose. 
r930.. 7s. Gd. R. & P., 
KARLINGER (HANs) 
Theodor Fischer. Ein deutscher baumeister. 
10}”. 99 pp. incl. pls. (backed). Munich: Callwey. 1932. 
Presented by Herr Fischer through the R.I.B.A. Exhibitions Committee. 
GRANET (ANDRE) 
Murs et décors. [Work of A—G—.] 
tecture contemporaine, 1922. 
2vols. pfo. 17}”. Paris: 


Continuation of Archi- 


Albert Lévy. [1929 or later.] 
Presented by the Author. 
PROFESSIONAL PRACTICI 
IraALy : PARLIAMENT 
Esercizio professionale degli ingegneri ed architetti, geometri, 
periti industriali, periti agrari, dottori in scienze agrarie. Raccolta 
della legislazione. (N. 750. 


pam. 9”. Milan: 


Pirola. 1933. Presented. 


BuILDING Types 
Civil 
PRAGUE 
Ustredni budova. Elektrickych podniku. 
Prahy. [Electricity company’s head office.] 


j 


Hlavniho mésta 


113”. 110 pp. [Prague. 1936.] 


UKLEIN (V.) and others 


Das Bata-haus der gesundheit in Zlin. From Nosokomeio; 
Vii, 2. 
pam. 11}”. Stuttgart : Kohlhammer. 193 


Zin, Czechoslovakia 


Urbanismus, architektura. Zavody bat’a A. S. ve Zliné [Com. 


petition for Bata hospital]. etc. 

pam. 113”. Prague: ‘“*Stavitel.” [199 
All presented by Mr. D. M. Robe 
E. AND O. E., pseud. 

*Current notes on planning. Hospitals for infectious disease 
I—IV. (From Architect and Building News, 8 and 15 Ma 
5 and 12 June. 

extracts. 12}”. 


Lond. 1936. To Loan Libra 


ARCHITECTS’ JOURNAL 
*Information supplement: 8. Swimming pools. (18 July. 
124”. 10 pp. Lond. 1936. To Loan Lib 


CEMENT AND CONCRETE ASSOCIATION 
[Swimming pools. ] 
Design and construction of open-air swimming pools. 9} 
*Garden plunge pools. 9} 
Extra copy to Loan Libra 
Open-air swimming pools. I 
3 pams. [1936.] R 


NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF BATH SUPERINTENDENTS 
Annual conference 
26. 
Moretti (BRUNO) 
*Teatri. 
10?”. xxxix+142 pp. Milan: Hoe 
1936. (£1 8s. 6d.) R. &i 
NICOLL (ALLARDYCE) 
The English theatre. 
8”. xi+ 


A short history. 
252 pp.+pls. Lond.: Nelson. 1936. 6s. 


RELIGIOUS 
Brrp (W. Hosarr) 
Old Warwickshire churches. 
7}° 208 pp.-+25 pls. (backed). 


72”. viii Lond.: E. J. Burrow 


[1936.] 6s. 6d. I 
EDUCATIONAI 
Minnucci (GAETANO) 
Scuole. 
102” x 82 


” 


viii+279 pp. Milan: Hoepli. 1936. (£2 2s. 
ARCHITECTURAL RECORD 
*(Special issue. Schools.] (June. 
112”. N.Y. 1996. 
ARCHITECTURE D’AUJOURD HUI 
*(Special issue.] Ecoles. (May. 
124”. Paris. 1936. 


$5. R. To Loan Libra 


7s. 6d.) P. for Loan Librar 


NURSERY SCHOOL ASSOCIATION OF GREAT BRITAIN 
[ Memoranda :] 
No. 17. Nursery school buildings and equipment. Revised ¢ 
19 a0. 
No. 27. N s— in relation to slum clearance and_ rehousin 


Y 





No. 36. Description of model of a nursery school. n.d. 
pams. 8”/84”. Lond. 19 
Presented by the Associatt 


7 November 1936 
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DETAILS AND Frrrincs 
VALLANCE. (AYMER) 
*English church screens. Being great roods screenwork & rood- 
lofts. ef 


+ 104 pp. + pls. (backed, 288 figs.) 
1936. £1 5s. R. & P. 


rte “2 
104”. Xi 


Lond. : Batsford. 


ALLIED ARTS AND ARCHA OLOGY 


Paris: INstiruT DE FRANCE—ACADFEMIE DES BEAUX-ARTS 
Bulletin semestrial No. 22: Ile année 1935.  (July-Dec.) 
1935. R. 
Rome: British Scnoot ar ROME 
Papers. Vol. xii. 
1935 R. 


Including : Richmond .(IA) and Holford (WG). Roman Verona. 
MitaN: TRIENNALE [EXHIBITION], 1933 
Catalogo ufficiale. 
4th ed. 83”. 884 pp. Milan: Ceschina. 1933. 
Presented through the RJI.B.A. Exhibition Committee. 


LUCKENBACH (H.) 


Kunst und geschichte. Vol. i: Altertum. 
15th ed. 103”. 100 pp.+front. Munich & Berlin : 
Oldenbourg. 1932. (4s. 6d.) P. 


Bossert (HetmMutru T.) and ZsCHIETZSCHMANN (W.) 
*Hellas and Rome. The civilisation of classical antiquity. 
84". Ixili pp. +320 pls. (backed). Lond. : Zwemmer. 
1936. 7s. 6d. P. 
To Loan Library. 


PEVSNER (NIKOLAUS) 
*Pioneers of the modern 
Walter Gropius. 
83”. 240 pp. Lond. : Faber & Faber. 1936. 1os. 6d. R. & P. 


movement from William Morris to 


INTERNATIONAL Exuipirion, Brussels (EXPosttionN UNIVER- 
SELLE Et INTERNATIONALE DE BRUXELLES), 1935 
Exposition internationale d’art moderne. Catalogue.—Inter- 
nationale tentoonstelling etc. 

7”. 261 pp. Brussels: Dietrich. 


7° Vie 1935- 
Presented through the RI.B.A. Exhibition 


Committee. 


PaYNE (HumFRyY) and YounG (G. M.) 
Archaic marble sculpture from the Acropolis. A photographic 
catalogue by H— P— and G— M— Y—. With introd. by H— 


Cresset Press. 


LY. 10s. F 


Lond. : 


[193—. | 


13”. xV+75 pp.+140 pls. 


McCLELLAND (NANCY) 
Furnishing the colonial and federal house. 
10}”. 164 pp. Philadelphia : Lippincott. 1936. (15s.)  P. 
CONGRESS OF ARCHOLOGICAL SOCIETIES 
Report of the 53rd Congress and of the Research Committee 
for the year 1935. 


1936. 1s. R 


ATHENS: BritISH SCHOOL OF ARCHZOLOGY AT ATHENS 
British archeological discoveries in Greece and Crete 1886-1936. 


Catalogue of the exhibition . . . with an exhibit illustrative of 
Minoan culture, etc. Royal Academy of Arts. 
8}. viiit120 pls. Lond.: R. A. 1936. 1s. Presented. 


BUILDING SCIENCE 
STRUCTURAL ELEMENTS 
Reppatn, Brown and Company 
*Tables of working stresses for the design of steel pillars etc. 
pam. 7}”. Lond., &c. 1932. 
Presented (3) by the Company. 
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CONSTRUCTION 
CEMENT AND CONCRETE ASSOCIATION 
Shelved together : 


Build your house of concrete. 11)”. 
Concrete craft. No. 1. II 
Concrete house construction. oe". 
Concrete—how it is made. 

Concrete handbook No. 1. 84”. 

4 pams. Lond. [1936.] R. 

Shelved individually : 
Air-raid protection. 9} 
Cement rendering. 9} 
Concrete in aerodrome construction. 104 
Concrete poles and standards. 11} 
How concrete can help the dairy farmer. 4th ed. g} 
How concrete can help the pig-breeder. 94 


—6 pams. Lond. [1936.] R 
SANITARY SCIENCE AND EQUIPMENT 
BLAKE (E. H.) 
Drainage and sanitation. 
*5th ed. By W. R. Jenkins. 
84”. xii+563 pp. Lond.: Batsford. 


1936. 15S. P. (2). 
ELEcTRICAL CONTRACTORS’ ASSOCIATION OF SCOTLAND 
Year book and diary. 1936-1937. 
[1936.] 3s. R. 
WIGNALL (NORMAN) 
The Students’ text book of heating and ventilation. 
11”. 118 pp. Lond.: Heating and Ventilating Engineer. 
[1936.] R 
NATIONAL SMOKE ABATEMENT SOCIETY 
Smoke Abatement Exhibition [Science Museum]. 
and guide. 


gi’. 


Handbook 


Manchester: the Society. 1936. 6d. 
Presented by the Science Museum. 


64 pp. 


TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING, GARDENS 

CHMIELEWSKI (JAN), SyrKUS (SzyMon), and others 
Warszawa funkcjonalna. Przyczynek do urbanizacji 
Warszawskiego [Contribution to a regional planning 

[{Introd. and contributions by various aus. ] 

102”. vit+49 pp. Warsaw: Wydawnictwo Stowarzyszenia 
Architekt6w Polskich [Polish Architectural Pubg. Assn.]. 
[1935.1 


mmuittee. 


regjonu 
SC heme}. 


Presented by Mr. Syrkus through the RI.B.A. Exhibitions ( 


CEMENT AND CONCRETE ASSOCIATION 


[Roads. ] 


Cement-bound macadam for secondary roads. it” . 
Concrete-surfaced roads. 84”. 
Cycle tracks, paths and pavements. 9}” 
Estate development. ry” 
Paved areas and approaches. Ge 

5 pams. [1936.] R. 

GoTHeEIN (M. L.) 

*A History of garden art. W. P. Wright, ed. Trans. from 


German by Mrs. Archer-Hind. 
2 vols. 103”. Lond. : J. M. Dent. 
1928. (£1 16s.) P. (remndd. 
To Loan Librar) 


JELLICOE (G. A.) 
*Garden decoration & ornament for smaller houses. 
11”. 140 pp. Lond. : Country Life. 1936. 12s. 6d. R. & P. 


BIBLIOGRAPHY 
Too.rey (R. V.) 
Some English books with coloured plates. 
10”. 74”. vii+288 pp. Lond.: Ingpen & Grant. 
1935. (£1 1s.) P. (remndd. 
(To be continued) 
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Obituaries 


C. McARTHUR BUTLER 
Charles McArthur Butler will always be remembered 
for his untiring work in the cause of the Statutory 
Registration of Architects, to which he had devoted the 
greater part of his life, both during his secretaryship 
of the Society of Architects (which had been founded 
in 1884 with that object), and afterwards when the 


Society had amalgamated with the Royal Institute of 


British Architects. It is true to say that ever since 1898 
until he vacated the post of first Registrar of the 
Architects’ Registration Council in 1934 the greatest 
activity in his service to architecture had been in the 
cause of Registration. ‘The strenuous life he led during 
the period of the Parliamentary work which eventually 
led to the Bill becoming law, and the anxieties due to 
the formation of the first Council set up to administer 
the Act, also led to the breakdown in health that 
followed. His death is undoubtedly partly due to 
overwork in the preceding years. 

His devotion to this cause was never-ending, and it 
is only fitting that the Act which is now in force should 
be regarded as a monument to his memory. 

During his twenty-seven years as Secretary of the 
Society of Architects he gave unswerving service to 
the Society in all its activities. It was largely due to 
him and his wise counsel that the amalgamation with 
the Institute was brought about. His unselfishness in 
that matter was notable, for it meant the surrender by 
him of a post holding great credit amongst his fellows 
and the surrender of what can only be regarded as 
leadership in Registration to that of a lower place in 
the work that led to final success. That he envisaged 
this and submitted to it was honourable and fully 
realised by those who had worked with and known 
him. Councils came and went and renewed them- 
selves, but McArthur Butler carried on with this cause 
burning in his heart. He never allowed it to be over- 
looked that the Society had been formed for the attain- 
ment of this object. Amalgamation, to him, meant 
Registration. 

He had other interests, of course, as most liberal- 
minded men have. He was passionately fond of music. 
He gave a great deal of his personal time to the Beaux 
Arts Committee and the First Atelier of Architecture, 
which was, to a great extent, to revolutionise the 
teaching of architecture throughout the country. He 
was an active Mason; he undertook exacting duties 
dealing with the reception and transport of wounded 
during the War, and was on the various committees at 
that time concerned with architects and other pro- 
fessional men. He was concerned, too, with the 


Chartered Institute of Secretaries and the Institute of 


Arbitrators. Yet always and everywhere he had the 


interests of his Society at heart and no opportuni 
that offered was ever missed for standing up for it and 
the profession at large. He was well known as a con. 
tributor to the Press, in which he voiced his faith j; 
his causes. 

That he lived to see the culmination of his life’s work 
is a satisfaction to his friends. He was fullv awar 
that the full objects of his work for Registration ha 
not been achieved, but he was equally aware that it 
was for others to carry on the work for their attainment 
Registration was to him a matter to be achieved fo 
the sake of architectural education. For that reaso 
he regarded compulsory registration as a matter 0 
necessity which had still to be gained for the sake « 
the education that was implicit in the compulsion. 

McArthur Butler was a_religious-minded, humai 
and humble man, full of kindlinesses for his fellows 
These attributes will be remembered by those who 
knew him best, as well as the great work with which 
he regarded it as good fortune to be connected. 

S28 


LIEUT.-COL. E. J. BRIDGES, O.B.E. [Ret. F.] 


Lieut.-Colonel Edward James Bridges, who died on 5 Sep- 
tember aged 75, was articled to Mr. William Adams of King’s 
Lynn, Norfolk, and then was posted to Portsmouth, Souther 
Command. After service in Jamaica, the Isle of Wight and 
at Woolwich and a term at the War Office he went to Cap 
Colony for five years. During the War he was at Salisbur 
and was responsible for the erection of camps and _ hangai 
at the aerodromes and many other buildings. 


Colonel Bridges was one of the earliest Associates 
qualify by examination and became a Fellow in 1919. 


E. ARDEN MINTY [F.] 

Mr. Minty, who died on 10 August, at the age of 79, in tht 
house in Petersfield in which he was born, was educated a! 
Bloxham School, Banbury, and was articled to Messrs 
Clapton, Crabb & Rolfe, ecclesiastical architects, of Reading 
He joined the firm of Aitchison’s and then the engineering 
firm of Liddell in London before starting practice on his own 
in London and Petersfield. 


Mr. Minty did a considerable amount of work in Hampshire 
and designed the additions to Petersfield Hospital and the 
war memorial in St. Peter’s Church there. At the invitation 
of Prince Narinskin he went to Russia and designed several 
buildings at Riga, which were all demolished during the War 

He was an enthusiastic painter and was a member of thi 
British Water Colour Society and exhibited at the Royal 
Academy. He was also a writer of several novels and a! 
outline of the history of Petersfield. 

Mr. Minty became an Associate in 1901 and a Fellow = 
1926. 
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- November 1936 JOURNAL OF 
C. T. ARMSTRONG 

Colvin Tyler Armstrong [d.] died at Stoke-by-Wayland 
on Tuesday, 29 September 1936, aged 54 years. 

The second son of the late T. W. Armstrong, he was born 
at Dovenby, Cumberland, where his father was agent for the 
Dovenby Estates. 

[rained in the office of James Millar, R.S.A., Glasgow, 
and at the Glasgow School of Art, he afterwards worked in 
the offices of well-known London architects such as A. N. 
Prentice, the late R. A. Briggs, Romaine-Walker, the late 
A, H. Ryan-Tenison, H. P. Burke-Downing, John Murray 
and Henry Tanner. 

He began practice on his own account before the war and 
designed, among other buildings, Walmer House, Regent 
Street, and the Glaxo Building, Osnaburgh Street. 

In the original Competition for Government Offices, 
Whitehall (now being carried out by Mr. Vincent Harris) he 
was one of the six architects selected from the open com- 
petition, to take part in the final stage. 

During the war he served with the R.N.V.R. Motor Patrol, 
with the rank of Lieutenant, but broken in health he was 
invalided out and went to live at Bexhill while picking up 
the threads of his practice, during which period he was placed 
first in the competition for Wolverhampton War Memorial, 
which was eventually erected to his design. 

Later he removed to Suffolk, and although his health did 
not permit of continuous work, he designed many charming 
buildings, including the County Cinema, Sudbury. 

A brilliant draughtsman and designer, ill-health alone 
prevented him from having greater opportunities of showing 
his real genius. ‘Through long years this physical disability 
could not daunt his courageous spirit and delightful per- 
sonality, which left a lasting impression on all with whom he 
came in contact. 


W. V. COATES [4.] 

Major W. V. Coates, who died at Addo, South Africa, 
last December, was born in 1887, and articled to Messrs. 
Bentley & Hall in Grimsby. He never practised as an 
architect, but joined the Royal Engineers and was engaged 
in survey work in British East Africa up to the time of the 
war, During the war he served first with the Norfolk Yeomanry 
and then with the Royal Engineers, and had charge of an 
observation group on the Western Front. 

After the war he went out to Sundays River Valley in 
South Africa, where he was one of the first settlers. 

He is survived by a widow and one son, who was the first 
settler baby born at Addo. 


JOHN HAROLD HAYWARD 

Mr. J. H. Hayward [A.], who was born in 1891, died on 
21 February 1936. He was apprenticed to Messrs. Stewart 
and Paterson, Glasgow, and later attended the Royal Technical 
School there. From 1915-1919 he served in Gallipoli, 
Egypt, and France, and at the end of the war he became for a 
short time assistant to Mr. A. D. Haxton [L.], at Leven, and 
then after working in other offices in London and Edinburgh, 
went to Dorset in 1923, and worked under Mr. H. E. Matthews 
(d.], in the County Architect’s Department. He became an 
Associate in 1922. 
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JAMES RICHARD FLEMING [4.] 

Mr. J. R. Fleming, who died on 5 April, was born in 1865, 
and was articled to James Salmon & Sons, in Glasgow, and 
went to Anderson’s College and the Glasgow Atheneum. 
After his apprenticeship he had several appointments with 
railway companies in Scotland and Ireland, but in 1895 he 
entered the services of H.M. Commissioners of Prisons and 
became an Associate two years later. He held this appoint- 
ment for 33 years, until his retirement in 1928. 

Apart from his professional work, Mr. Fleming was very 
widely read and had travelled extensively. 


H. D. ARNOTT [Z.] 

Alderman H. D. Arnott, who died on 3 July at Gorleston, 
was the father of Yarmouth Town Council, where he had 
been a councillor for 43 years and a magistrate for 33 years. 
Mr. Arnott was born in 1854 and was trained at the Great 
Yarmouth School of Art. He started practice in 1874, and 
became a Licentiate of the Institute in 1925. Among his 
principal architectural works are the lighthouse on the Brush 
at Yarmouth and the lighthouse on Gorleston Pier; sea 
defences at Cromer, Sheringham and Mundesley ; the pier 
at Cromer; and the dock scheme at Lowestoft with Mr. 
William Douglas. 

Mr. Arnott took a keen interest in the progress and develop- 
ment of Gorleston, and he was captain for over forty years 
of the Gorleston Rocket Apparatus Lifesaving Brigade. 
He is survived by a widow, three sons and four daughters. 


THOMAS MARTIN [L.] 

Mr. Thomas Martin, who was born in 1868 and died on 
17 January, after working at Coatbridge Technical College, 
was articled to Mr. James Davidson. Between 1900 and 1904 
he was in partnership with Mr. Davidson and thereafter 
practised by himself, becoming a Licentiate in gro. 

Mr. Martin was responsible for several housing schemes, 
both in town and country districts, and he was Lecturer in 
Building Construction and Architecture in Coatbridge 
Technical College for 44 years. He was also a Medallist of 
the City and Guilds of London. 


jJ. C. DERHAM [LZ.] 

Mr. John Christopher Derham, who died on 5 July, aged 54, 
was resident architect from 1928-1931 and consulting architect 
from 1931 until his death for the ‘Tower and Winter Gardens 
companies at Blackpool, and played an important part in the big 
development schemes there. 

Mr. Derham was articled to Mr. R. B. Mather in Blackpool. He 
then went to London and for 21 years worked with Mr. Bertie Crewe 
almost entirely on theatre construction. In Blackpool he built the 
Manchester Hotel, the Little Vic., the Venetian Lounge at Cleve- 
leys Hotel, the Clifton Arms at Marton, and Fairyland on the 
Promenade. At the Winter Gardens he was responsible for the 
construction of the Spanish Courtyard, the Baronial Hall, the 
Spanish Galleon and Olympia. Mr. Derham is succeeded in 
practice by Mr. C. H. Mackeith [Z.]. 


ARTHUR PEEL [A.] 

Mr. Arthur Peel, who died on 14 July, was born in 1896, and was 
articled to the late Mr. Percy B. Houghton. He was at one time 
assistant architect to the Northampton Corporation, and late 
became architectural assistant to the Borough Surveyor to the 
Corporation of Bootle. Mr. Peel became an Associate of the Institute 


in 1930. 
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Notes 


THE R.I.B.A’S GREETINGS TO THE 


SCHOOL AT ATHENS 
The following Memorial signed by the President, Members of 
Council, the Hon. Secretary, and the Secretary of the R.I.B.A. has 
been sent to the British School at Athens on the occasion of its fifteth 
anniversary. 


BRITISH 


On the occasion of the Jubilee of the British School at 
Athens the Royal Institute of British Architects wishes to 
send its most cordial greetings, and to put on record its high 
appreciation of the great services the School has rendered 
to architecture. 

Founded in 1886, with Francis Cranmer Penrose, later 
President of the Royal Institute of British Architects, as its 
first Director, it can be recorded that the School soon began 
to make its mark, and valuable work was done by the students 
of those early days, principally on the Erectheum and in the 
excavations at Megalopolis. 

A little later on a stimulus was created by the establishment 
of a studentship in architecture and as a result many well- 
known architects did valuable research, especially at Knossos 
and in Laconia. 


The work and influence of the School grew during the early 
part of the present century, and with the help of the Athens 
and Florence Bursaries, established by the Royal Institute 
of British Architects in 1930 and 1933 respectively, the way 
was opened up for further travel and research in Greek and 
near-Eastern lands. 

Indeed, our members and Students from the inception of 
the School have been brought by its means into touch with 
some of the finest classical scholars of our times. 


The British School at Athens can point to fifty years of 
work given unsparingly to the promotion and study of Greek 
civilisation and architecture and to keeping alive its great 
traditions. 

The Royal Institute of British Architects, in gratitude to 
the School, offers congratulations on its achievements and 
unselfish devotion to its work during the past fifty years and 
best wishes for continued prosperity in the future. 


R.I.B.A. DRAMATIC SOCIETY 

Che R.I.B.A. Dramatic Society is presenting ** Liliom,”’ by 
F. Molnar, at 8.30 p.m., on Thursday, 26 November, Friday, 
27 November, and Saturday, 28 November, in the Henry 
Jarvis Hall, at 66 Portland Place. 

Tickets, price 5s. and 3s. 6d., numbered and reserved, and 
2s. 4d. unreserved, can be had by members of the R.I.B.A. 
from Miss E. Caldicott at the Architectural Association, the 
R.I.B.A. office, or from any member of the Dramatic Society. 


HONOUR FOR MR. J. B. COOPER 
The King has given authority to Mr. J. B. Cooper [A.] 
to wear the Insignia of the Fifth Class (Civil Division) of the 
Order of Al Rafidain, which the King of Iraq has conferred 
upon him in recognition of his work for the Iraqi Government. 


THE R.1.B.A. FINAL AND SPECIAL 


EXAMINATIONS 


The following are the dates on which the forthcoming 
examinations will be held : 


FINAI 


FINAL EXAMINATION 
2, 3, 4, 5, 7, 8 ahd 10 December 1936. 
Last day for receiving applications : 2 November 1936. 
SPECIAL FrnAL EXAMINATION 
2, 3, 4, 5, 7 and 8 December 1936. 
Last day for receiving applications : 2 November 1936. 


BRITISH SCHOOL AT ROME 
New Director APPOINTED 


Mr. C. A. Ralegh Radford, B.A., F.S.A., has been appointed 
Director of the British School at Rome in succession to Mr 
Colin Hardie, who retires to take up his recent appointment 
as Fellow and Classical Tutor of Magdalen College, Oxford. 

Mr. Radford is well known as an archzologist and has taken 
an active part in excavations of prehistoric, Roman, and earl 
medieval sites, both in this country and abroad. He worked for 
some years at the British Schools at Rome and Athens before his 
appointment in 1929 to the Inspectorate of Ancient Monuments 
for Wales and Monmouthshire under the Office of Works. He is 
a Fellow of the Royal Historical Society, a member of the Royal 
Commission on Ancient Monuments in Wales and Monmouthshire, 
and a corresponding member of the German Archeological Institute. 


PUBLIC RELATIONS COMMITTEE 
FORMATION OF SUB-COMMITTEES 
At the meeting of the Public Relations Committee on 16 October 
the following arrangements for Sub-Committees for the Session 

1936-37 were made : 

No. 1. Professional Service Sub-Committee : 

Mr. Thos. E. Scott (Convener), Professor Abercrombie. 
Mr. Naseby Adams, Mr. Hugo Bird, Mr. Bryant, Mr. Clist, 
Mr. John Dower, Mr. Hanton, Mr. Winton Newman. 

No. 2. Publicity and Film Sub-Committee : 

Mr. Ward (Convener), Mr. Chermayeff, Mr. Duncan, Miss 
Denby, Mr. Gloag, Mr. Paxton, Mr. Thornton White. 

No. 3. House Design and Panels Sub-Committee : 

Mr. Slater (Convener), Mr. Hughes, Mr. Jack, Mr. James, 

Mr. Kenyon, Mr. Alwyn Lloyd, Mr. Oliver, Mr. Roberts, 

Mr. Welch. 


ROYAL INCORPORATION OF ARCHITECTS 
IN SCOTLAND 
The Annual Convention of the Royal Incorporation 0 
Architects in Scotland will take place at St. Andrews on 
4 and 5 June 1937. 


SOCIAL EVENTS IN THE SESSION 1936-1937 


A small card containing dates and particulars of R.I.B.A. social 
events in the session 1936-37 has been prepared. 

Members wishing to obtain copies of this card are invited t 
send a postcard to the Secretary R.I.B.A., or they may be obtaine 
on application at the Enquiry Counter. 
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Notes from 


19 October 1936 
OBITUARY 

[he Secretary reported with regret the death of Mr. C. McArthur 
Butler, Secretary of the Society of Architects from 1898 to 1925, 
Secretary of the R.I.B.A. Registration Committee from 1925 to 
June 1933, and Registrar to the Architects’ Registration Council 
from 1931 to March 1934. The Secretary also reported with 
regret the death of Mr. Edward Hudson [Hon. A.], proprietor of 
Country Life. 

On the proposition of the President the sincere sympathy of the 
Council was conveyed to the relatives of the late Mr. Butler and the 
late Mr. Hudson. 

Tue R.I.B.A. Statutory EXAMINATION FOR DisTRICT SURVEYORS, 
OcToBER 1936 

[he Board of Architectural Education reported that at the 
Examination held in October two candidates sat, of whom the 
following was successful :— 

Herring, Alan R. 
EXAMINATION FOR BUILDING SURVEYORS, 
OctToBER 1936 
The Board reported that three candidates sat for this Examination 
and that the following were successful :— 
Hellon, John. 
Southworth, Daniel B. 
SctENCE STANDING COMMITTEE 

The Science Standing Committee reported that under the power 
given by Bye-law 52 they had co-opted Dr. R. E. Stradling [Hon. A.] 
as an additional member of the Committee. 

British STANDARDS INSTITUTION COMMITTEES 

[he Science Standing Committee reported that they had ap- 
pointed the following additional R.I.B.A. representatives to serve 
on Technical Committees and Sub-Committees of the British 
Standards Institution with Mr. H. D. Searles-Wood : 

i) Technical Committee B/1, Paints and \ 
Varnishes Mr. O. P. Bernard, 
ii) Sub-Committee B/1/2, Ready Mixed O.B.E., M.C. 
Paints [L.] 
iii) Sub-Committee B//1/3, Varnishes 
iv) Sub-Committee B/g/1, Cast-iron Air Bricks and Gratings 
Mr. A. F. Hooper [F.]. 
Technical Committee ME/28, Pipe Threads—Mr. P. M. 
Fraser [F 

Ihe Committee also reported that Mr. Walter Goodesmith [A.] 
had been appointed to represent the R.I.B.A. at a Conference 
called by the British Standards Institution to consider the prepara- 
uon of a British Standard list of Structural Sections in Light 
Aluminium Alloys, and on the Technical Committee which will be 
ed should it be decided by the Conference to proceed with 
the work. 

Tue Lonpon Burtpinc Act 1930, TRIBUNAL OF APPEAI 

The Council appointed Mr. Percival M. Fraser [F.] as a tem- 
porary member of the Tribunal of Appeal in place of Sir Banister 
Fletcher, who is unable to act in connection with the hearing of a 
particular appeal. 

Anti-Gas AND ArIR-RAID PRECAUTIONS 

Mr. Thomas E. Scott [F.] was appointed to represent the R.I.B.A. 
on a Committee which has been set up by the Annual Hospitals, 
Nursing, Midwifery and Public Health Exhibition and Conference 
to organise a section in the Exhibition dealing with anti-gas and 
air-raid precautions. 


THe R.I.B.A. 








NINTH NATIONAL CONFERENCE OF THE COUNCIL FOR THE 
PRESERVATION OF RURAL ENGLAND 

he Secretary reported that Sir Guy Dawber, R.A. 

President), 


Past- 

had agreed to represent the R.I.B.A. at the Ninth 

ttional Conference of the Council for the Preservation of Rural 

gland. 

R.LB.A. ARCHITECTURE BRONZE MEDALS: New SoutH WALES 
Professor Leslie Wilkinson [F.] was appointed as the R.I.B.A. 
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the Minutes 


member of the jury for the award of the R.I.B.A. Architecture 
Bronze Medal in New South Wales. 

SCHEME FOR EsTABLIsHING Goop HovusEBUILDING STANDARDS 

Sir Raymond Unwin (Past-President), Mr. Stanley C. Ramsey 
[F.] and Mr. G. E. S. Streatfeild [F.] were appointed as the three 
R.1.B.A. representatives on the National Housebuilders’ Registration 
Council. 

CORONATION PLANTING COMMITTEE 

The appointment of Mr. G. A. Jellicoe [F.] as the R.I.B.A. 
representative on the Coronation Planting Committee was approved 
and confirmed. 

PRoPposED BuILpING BYE-LAwWs OF THE LONDON County Counci 

The Science Standing Committee reported the action taken in 
conjunction with representatives of the Chartered Surveyors’ 
Institution, the Institution of Civil Engineers and the Institution 
of Structural Engineers in submitting a memorandum of objections 
to the Minister of Health on the proposed building bye-laws, 
which had been received from the L.C.C. during the recess. 

The action taken by the Committee was approved and confirmed, 
and on the recommendation of the Practice Standing Committee it 
was agreed to add representatives of the Practice Committee to 
serve on the Joint Committee appointed to meet representatives 
of the County Council. 

SMOKE ABATEMENT 

The Science Standing Committee reported the arrangements 
that they had made with the National Smoke Abatement Society 
in connection with the meeting to be held on 26 October at the 
Science Museum. 

The action taken by the Committee was approved and confirmed. 


ORDNANCE SuRVEY Maps 
The Science Standing Committee reported upon their negotiations 
with the Director-General of the Ordnance Survey with reference to 
the revision of Ordnance Survey Maps and to the difficulty of 
obtaining the latest editions owing to stationers wishing to dispose 
of their old stocks. 
The action taken by the Committee was approved and confirmed. 


Tue BurMa Society oF ARCHITECTS 
The decision of the Council to determine the alliance of the 
Burma Society of Architects with the R.I.B.A. was confirmed. 
FELLOWSHIP 
The Council, by a unanimous vote. elected the following 
architect to the Fellowship under the powers defined in the 
Supplemental Charter of 1925: 
Mr. Frederick McIntosh Glennie (Cape Town). 
MEMBERSHIP 
The following members were elected : 


As Hon. Corresponding Member I 
As Fellows... ‘5 a - 7 
As Associates .. ie a 8 21 
As Licentiates : - 6 


Election 30 November 1936 
Applications for membership were approved as follows : 
As Hon. Corresponding Member 1 application 
As Fellows ae oes $ applications 
As Associates .. ne Me is 124 
Reinstatements 

The following ex-members were reinstated : 

As Fellow : Frederic Glyn Gilling. 

As Associates : Walter Brown, Robert Hunter Cameron, James 
Stott Dawson, Francis Henry Norbrook Crew Kemp, Andrew 
Mitchell, Robert Leslie Townsend, Llewellyn Edwin Williams. 

As Licentiates : William Beeston, Walter Ernest Jefferies. 

As Retired Licentiate : George Palmer Smedley. 

Resignations 
The following resignations were accepted with regret 
Harry Edwin Baker [Z.], 
Charles Ernest Page [Z.}. 
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ALLIED SOCIETIES 


NORTHERN ARCHITECTURAL ASSOCIATION 


INAUGURAL ADDRESS OF THE 73TH SESSION 


7 

Mr. Harold Oswald, J.P. [F.], President, addressed the Associa- 
tion on 14 October 1936. After reviewing the satisfactory activities 
of the Tees-side and Cumberland branches and the 
Architecture of Armstrong College, the friendly relations between 
the N.A.A. and the building trades, and the record membership 
of 455, he spoke of the immense revival in building and its contribu- 
tion to trade recovery in England. but regretted that the ascendancy 
of the building trade had not an ascendancy of archi- 
tecture. 


ushered in 


Sound and intelligent criticism of an architect's work seemed to 
be as far off as ever : a storm of protest was raised when it was 
proposed to demolish St. Thomas’s Chapel in Barras Bridge, New- 
castle, which was very far from being an architectural triumph, but 
the demolition of St. Peter’s Church did not raise a word of protest 
or regret, yet it was built by John Dobson in 1843 and was a good 
work of its date and internally at least was architecturally artistic. 
It would be better to remove St. Thomas’s to a new suburb where 
churches were needed, and to pull down the Town Hall, which 
Dobson had always advocated, and thus create a beautiful curved 
street from Newgate Street to the Cathedral. 


After speaking of Dobson’s work and his foresight in civic design, 
Mr. Oswald also spoke of other local architects practising in the 
district a hundred years ago, among whom was David Stephenson, 
who designed the old Theatre Royal in Mosley Street in 1788, and 
All Saints’ Church (1786-1796). Stephenson was a local architect 
and builder, like another local architect, George Anderson, as most 
architects then both designed and contracted for any building work 
that came along. But John Dobson, who was articled to Stephenson, 
and was the first president of the N.A.A., was the first exclusively 
professional architect in the district. Other contemporary archi- 
tects were William Newton, John Stokoe and Son, John and 
Benjamin Green, and George Walker. 


Mr. Oswald concluded by advising younger members to-day to 
acquaint themselves with every detail of the profession, as Dobson 
had done, so that they could be a benefit to the community and 
make the best of the opportunities offered in the matter of good 
planning by the Restriction of Ribbon Development Act. 


SCHOOL 


School of 


ROYAL INSTITUTE OF THE 
IRELAND 
INCREASE OF MEMBERSHIP 

A special Council Meeting of the above body was held recent! 
the president, Mr. H. Allberry, occupying the chair. There wer 
also present Messrs. W. H. Howard Cooke, J. V. Downes, Vincey 
Kelly, H. V. Millar, Cyril A. Harrington, James H. Webb, J. 
Robinson, T. F. Strahan, T. J. Byrne, G. F. Beckett, and R. C. Kee/ 
hon. secretary. 

Offers of lectures from the Electric Lamp Manufacturers’ As. 
ciation and the Coal Utilisers’ Committee were referred to ¢} 
Architectural Association of Ireland for consideration, and a let 
dealing with the architect’s indemnity insurance was referred 
the Professional Practice Committee for consideration and report 

The president read a communication from Dr. Russell relatiy 
to the appointment of assessors for a proposed competition for ; 
new sanatorium at Ballyfermot, and the Council agreed unanimous! 
that the matter of the selection of assessors be left in the hands 
the president, with power to nominate himself if he so desired. 

The Board of Architectural Education reported that the following 
candidates have passed the final examination in June last : Messx 
J. E. Wilkinson, Michael J. Costello, A. Cunningham, T. F. Ingli 
C. P. A. Kenna, C. J. Crowe, M. J. Scott, Sean G. O’Kelly, G. C.} 
Henry, and T. J. McCarthy. ‘The applications for membershi 
were passed for posting for one month in accordance with the by. 
laws. The following, having passed the Intermediate Examinatio: 
were recommended for registration as students of the Institute 
Messrs. J. J. Wallace, A. Greene, I. S. Barrett, W. P. Guard, J. § 
Deane, C. L. Murphy, J. F. McCormack, R. S. Scally, A. Dougla; 
C. Geoghegan, and A. V. Swanton. 

A member having raised a point as to an architect’s copyright 
in his drawings, the matter was referred to the Institute’s lega 
advisers. As the result of a ballot, the following were declare 
elected as Fellows of the Institute : Messrs. J. V. Downes, R. | 
Evans, S. S. Kelly, D. A. Levie, and F. McArdle. 

WEST YORKSHIRE SOCIETY OF ARCHITECTS 

The “ J. E. Bedford ” Studentship has been awarded to F. Dig! 
Firth, Dip.Arch.(Leeds), who will undertake specialised resear 
work. 

The Leeds Architectural Travelling Scholarship, jointly contr: 
buted to by the West Yorkshire Society of Architects and 
Education Authority of Leeds, has been won by F. Booth. 


ARCHITECTS OF 


NOTES 


STUDENTS’ ART EXHIBITION 


AT THE ARCHITECTURAL 


he Students’ Art Club of the Architectural Association School of 


Architecture has invited students of schools of architecture in the 
country to co-operate with them in holding an 
Sketchings and Paintings, to be held at the Architectural Association, 
36 Bedford Square, London, W.C.1, from 10 to 20 November. 
Each school has been asked to submit a collection of work not 


exceeding nine in number. Besides the several London 


ASSOCIATION, 


Exhibition of 


9-20 NOVEMBER 


schools the exhibition will comprise work from the Bir: 
ingham School of Architecture ; the R.W.A. School of Architecture 
Bristol ; Edinburgh College of Art ; Leeds School of Architecture 
the Universities of Liverpool, Manchester and Sheffield ; and the 
Northern Architectural Association, Newcastle. 

This exhibition will be open to members and guests from 6.30 p.m. 
on 9 November, and to the public from 10 to 20 November. 
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Membership Lists 


ELECTION OF MEMBERS: 19 OCTOBER 1936 
In accordance with the terms of Bye-laws 10 and 11, the following 
candidates for membership were elected at the Council Meeting 
held on Monday, 19 October 1936. 
\S HON. CORRESPONDING MEMBER (1) 
EINHORN : 
, Architectural Studio, Institute of Town Planning of Ukraine 
Republic (Kharkov) ; Vice-Chairman, Kharkov Union of 
Soviet Architects. 
AS FELLOWS (7) 
Tuomas Macketvi, F.S.1. [A. 1923], Liverpool. 
FREDERICK WILLIAM [A. 1921]. 
Joun Netson [A. 1919], Norwich. 
Sr. Lecer : Mayor Cuarres Douctas, M.C. [A. 1920]. 
ScaRLETT: FRANK, B.A.(Lond.) [A. 1927]. 
Scort-WiLLEY : HucH Henry [A. 1gro]. 
And the following Licentiate who has passed the qualifying Examina- 
tion : 
NICHOLSON : 


ALEXANDER : 
HALFHIDI 
MEREDITH : 


ARTHUR THomas, Preston. 

AS ASSOCIATES (21) 

BARRELL : STANLEY FRAnciIs [Passed five years’ course at the Bart- 
lett School of Architecture, University of London. Exempted 
from Final Examination]. 

BELTON: ‘'HOMAS ALFRED LEVERTON [Passed five years’ course at 
the Department of Architecture, University of Sheffield. 
Exempted from Final Examination], Nottingham. 

Carr: Hepitey Norman [Passed a qualifying Examination ap- 
proved by the Board of Architectural Education of the Royal 
Australian Institute of Architects], Mosman, Australia. 

FLowerR : GERALD WANKLYN [Passed five years’ course at the 
Architectural Association. Exempted from Final Examination]. 

HAYTHORNTHWAITE : GERALD GRAHAM, Dip.Arch.(Mancr.) [Passed 
five years’ course at the School of Architecture, Victoria 
University, Manchester. Exempted from Final Examination], 
Sheffield. 

HeatH : FRANK NorMAN [Member of the Royal Australian Institute 
of Architects. Qualified by completing their Examination], 
Melbourne, Australia. 

Hincucuirre : Miss KATHLEEN May [Passed five years’ course at 
the Liverpool School of Architecture, University of Liverpool. 
Exempted from Final Examination], Birkenhead. 

Howe.ts : BERTRAM Tuomas, B.Arch.Hons.(L’pool.) [Passed five 
years’ course at the Liverpool School of Architecture, Univer- 
sity of Liverpool. Exempted from Final Examination], Liver- 
pool. 

Kirsy : ReGcinaLtp ALEc [Passed five years’ course at the Archi- 
tectural Association. Exempted from Final Examination]. 
Lambert: LeEstiE CHARLES [Member of the Institute of South 
African Architects. Passed the R.I.B.A. Special Final Examina- 
tion conducted by the University of the Witwatersrand], 

Durban, South Africa. 

Lawson : RicHARD Dona.p [Passed five years’ course at the School 
of Architecture, Victoria University, Manchester. Exempted 
from Final Examination], Altrincham. 

Lings-Roperts : Miss Denise Marion [Passed five years’ course 
at the Architectural Association. Exempted from Final Exam- 
ination]. 

Mvrray : ALEXANDER HAMMELL [Passed the Examinations at the 
University of the Witwatersrand equivalent to the R.I.B.A. 
Intermediate and Final Examinations], Johannesburg, South 
Africa. 

Poor: Maurice MELvILLe Forses [Passed Examinations at the 
University of the Witwatersrand equivalent to the R.I.B.A. 
Intermediate and Final Examinations], Durban, South Africa. 

Rocers: Atan Epoar, B.A.(Arch.) [Passed five years’ course at 
the Bartlett School of Architecture, University of London. 

_ Exempted from Final Examination]. 

SHAPLEY : RONALD Stuart [Passed five years’ course at the Leeds 


ALEXANDER, Professor of Town Planning ; Manager of 


School of Architecture. 
Leeds. 
SMALLEY: ErRNeEsT ALFRED [Final], Accrington. 
Taytor : GeorcE Lesuir [Passed five years’ course at the Leeds 
School of Architecture. Exempted from Final Examination]. 
WEEGMANN : HENRY CurisTIAN [Final], Leeds. 
WILkinson : FRANK [Passed five years’ course at the Leeds School 
of Architecture. Exempted from Final Examination], Barnsley. 
WiLuiiams : ARTHUR LLEWELYN, B.Arch. [Passed five years’ course 
at the Liverpool School of Architecture, University of Liver- 
pool. Exempted from Final Examination], Pen-y-Groes, 
Caernarvonshire. 
AS LICENTIATES (6 
BuckKLEY : FREDERICK LEwin, Leigh-on-Sea. 
Cross: WALTER Epwarpb. 
Haruinc : Georce, Burnley. 
MaANsER : HAROLD ALFRED, Eastbourne. 
MELLoR: RICHARD FRANCIS MountrorD, Maidstone. 
NisBett : Duprey, D.S.O., M.C., Liverpool. 
APPLICATIONS FOR MEMBERSHIP 
ELECTION : 30 NOVEMBER 1936 
In accordance with the terms of Bye-laws 10 and 11, an election 
of candidates for membership will take place at the Council Meeting 
to be held on Monday, 30 November 1936. The names and 
addresses of the candidates, with the names of their proposers, found 
by the Council to be eligible and qualified in accordance with the 
Charter and Bye-laws are herewith published for the information 
of members. Notice of any objection or any other communication 
respecting them must be sent to the Secretary R.I.B.A. not later 
than Tuesday, 17 November 1936. 
AS HON. CORRESPONDING MEMBER (1 
VOORHEES : STEPHEN FRANcIs, President, The American Institute 
of Architects, 101 Park Avenue, New York, N.Y., U.S.A. 
Proposed by the Council. 
AS FELLOWS (5) 
Cummincs: PETER [A. 1909], 31 King Street West, Manchester ; 
17 Kidleston Avenue, Victoria Park, Manchester. Proposed 
by Harry S. Fairhurst, John Swarbrick and Isaac Taylor. 


Exempted from Final Examination], 


Jackson : Harotp Tuomas [A. 1922], 5 The Quadrant, Coventry ; 


61 Huntingdon Road, Coventry. Proposed by L. W. Barnard, 
Professor A. E. Richardson and A. C. Bunch. 

Kipp : Henry Dovuctas [A. 1929], 12 Buckingham Street, Adelphi, 
W.C.2 ; 222 Nether Street, Finchley, N.3. Proposed by J. 
Ernest Franck, R. Kitching Ellison and Alexander G. Bond. 

The following Licentiate who has passed the qualifying Examina- 

tion : 

Grecory : PATRICK BERNARD, 25 Gresham Street, Belfast ; 
ton House, Killough, Co. Down. 
R. H. Gibson and T. R. Eagar. 

And the following Licentiate who is qualified under the provisions 

of Section IV, Clause 4 (cii) of the Supplemental Charter of 1925 : 

BROADBENT : WILLIAM, F.S.I., 99 Albion Street, Leeds ; ‘‘ High- 
clere,” Scotland Lane, Horsforth, near Leeds. Proposed by 
Eric Morley, H. S. Chorley and F. L. Charlton. 

AS ASSOCIATES (124) 

ABBOTT : VERNON RueEcrorT [Passed five years’ course at the 
Armstrong College School of Architecture (University of 
Durham), Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Exempted from Final 
Examination], 22 Leslie Crescent, Gosforth, Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne, 3. Proposed by W. B. Edwards, R. G. Roberts and R. A. 
Cordingley. 

ApaM: JOHN Dovuctas [Final], Avondale Hotel, Tavistock Place, 
W.C.1. Proposed by L. Stuart Stanley, Henry Hyams and 
Edwin Williams. 

ApiE: Francis Huspert [Passed five years’ course at the Architec- 
tural Association. Exempted from Final Examination], 


Connis- 
Proposed by R. S. Wilshere, 
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1 Sussex Gardens, London, W.2. Proposed by R. E. Enthoven, 
the Hon. Humphrey Pakington and John Grey 
GeorGe WittrAmM [Special Final], 
Victoria Park Avenue, Peasholm, Scarborough. 
by Joseph Addison, G. H. Foggitt and F. L. 
[Passed five ; Architectural 
Association. Exempted from Final Examination], 9 Ladbroke 
Gardens, Notting Hill Gate, W.11. Proposed by Howard 
Robertson, Charles Holden and Lionel G. Pearson. 

Miss Martian Lispetu [Passed five years’ course at the 

Architectural Association. Exempted from Final Examination], 
leela,’ Bayham Road, Tunbridge Wells. Proposed by 

C. S. White, John Grey and the Hon. Humphrey Pakington. 

GEORGE GRENFELL [Passed five years’ course at the 

School of Architecture, Victoria University, Manchester. 

Exempted from Final Examination], 25 First Avenue, Ashton- 

on-Ribble, Preston. Proposed by John 

James R. Adamson and William Scott. 

Joun Henry [Final], Thong House, nr. Gravesend, 
Kent. Proposed by Alexander T. Scott, Sir Herbert Baker 
and W. Curtis Green. 

NNETT : Harry [Final]. ** Montrose,” 
ing, Sussex. Proposed by Chas. H. 
and C. R. B. Godman. 

FreD WoopuouseE [Passed five years’ 

Armstrong College School of Architecture University of 

Durham), Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Exempted from Final 

Examination], Clarence Villa, Eaglescliffe, Co. Durham. 

Proposed by Arthur Harrison, Thos. W. T. Richardson and 

William E. Haslock. 

REYNOLDs KEEN [Final], Anglebay, Colehill, Wimborne, 

Dorset. Proposed by L. Stuart Stanley, Ernest J. Brett and 

Howard Robertson. 

Eric Georrrey [Final], 10 Peterborough Villas, 

S.W.6. Proposed by A. B. Knapp-Fisher, William G. Newton 

and A. C. Townsend. 

Cyrit CLeMEnt | Final], 

Surrey. Proposed by G. E. 

Basil Oliver. 

KENNETH ALFRED [Passed five years’ course at the 

Architectural Association. Exempted from Final Examination], 

Sretlaw House, Vange, Pitsea, Essex. Proposed by C. S. White, 

L. H. Bucknell and Verner O. Rees. 

BERNARD Jonn, A.A.Dip. [Passed five years’ course 

at the Architectural Association. Exempted from Final Exam- 

ination], Wanstead, Henley Road, Ipswich, Suffolk. 

by C. S. White, R. E. 


* Lakeside,” 
Props sed 
Charlton. 


years’ course at the 


Bradshaw’ Gass, 


20 Stanley Road, Worth- 
Wallis, John Saxon Snell 


course at the 


20 Roundwood View, Banstead. 


Charlewood, H. L. Hicks and 


Prope sed 
Enthoven and Julian Leathart. 


‘ARTER: ALAN Ewart [Final], Tamar House, 2 The Avenue, 
Yeovil. Proposed by G. D. Gordon Hake, John Petter and 
Richard C. James. 

Lpool) [Passed five vears 


HAN: WENG-Kuan, B.Sc., B.Arch. 
course at the Liverpool School of Architecture, University of 


Liverpool. Exempted from Final Examination], 31 Kuala 
Kangsar Road, Ipoh, Federated Malay States. Proposed 
by C. G. Boutcher, Professor Lionel B. Budden and J. Ernest 
Marshall. 

HARTER : JOHN COLEMAN [Passed five years’ course at the Archi- 


tectural Association. Exempted from Final Examination], 
39 Hornsey Lane Gardens, Highgate, N.6. Proposed by 
Howard Robertson, Guy Morgan and C. S. White. 


‘OLE : CHARLES ALAN Crozier [Final], Oakham, Ashley Road, 
New Milton, Hants. Proposed by Noel D. Sheffield, Lieut.- 
Col. B. Culmer Page and W. Walcot. 

(OOPER : ARTHUR FRANK [Special Final], 53 Telephone Road, 


Southsea, Portsmouth. Proposed by Ernest A. Chilton, Arthur 
C. Townsend, and applying for nomination by the Council 
under the provisions of Bye-law 3 (d). 

OOPER : Ernest Co.tn [Final], Crendon Street, High Wycombe. 
Proposed by Alex. G. Bond, E. A. L. Martyn and W. David 
Hartley. 

RADDOCK : FREDERICK Davip Villas, 


[Final], 45 Abingdon 
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Kensington, W.8. Proposed by Alex. G. Bond, P. K. Hant 
and Joseph Addison. 

Daty: Francis JosepH Dooner [Special Final], 1 Chilmar 
Gardens, New Malden, Surrey. Proposed by Alexander R 
Robertson, Alex. G. Bond and Basil Oliver. 

Davies: THomMAs Summers [Final], 90 Princes Road, Hartshj 
Stoke-on-Trent. Proposed by J. Brittain Adams, E. 
Watkin and A. R. Scrivener. 

Dawson : WALTER [Special Final], 87 Nelson Road, Leigh-on-S 
Essex. 
Percy G. Hayward. 

Dent : Dicsy MacArtuur [Passed five years’ course at the Ar 
tectural Association. Exempted from Final Examinatior 
* D.P.D.R.O.,”’ Aylmerton, Norwich. Proposed by the Hi 
Humphrey Pakington, R. E. Enthoven and M. Eyre Walker, 

Desat: MoresHwar GAnpatrao, B.A., Dip.Arch.(Lond.) [Pass 


five years’ course at the Bartlett School of Architecture, niver- 


sity of London. Exempted from Final Examination], g Ampt! 
Square, London, N.W.1. Proposed by L. Stuart Stanle 
Matthew J. Dawson and H. O. Corfiato. 


DEXTER: KENNETH [Final], 23 The Ridgeway, Chingford. Pro. 
posed by F. Sutcliffe, Romilly B. Craze and R. C. Foster. 
Dop: ArtHtuR Epwin AsHnton [Passed five years’ course at t 


Liverpool School of Architecture, University of Liverp 
Exempted from Final Examination], 16 Ashbourne Avenu 
Blundellsands, Liverpool, 23. Proposed by Richard Hol: 
T. Taliesin Rees and Edgar Quiggin. 

DoNALDSON : JOHN FeERGuson [Final], 31 Comely Bank Street 
Edinburgh. Proposed by John Begg, John Jerdan and F. ( 
Mears. 

Doopy : Cyrit HERBERT 
Essex. Proposed by J 
W. J. Lewis. 

FERNANDES : JOHN BERCHMANS [Final], 58 Khota’s Oart, Girgaur 
Bombay, India. Proposed by Burjor S. J. Aga, Pestor 
Phirozshah Kapadia and C. M. Master. 

FiszpAN : Josern [Passed five years’ course at the Arcl 
\ssociation. 
ton Road, St. John’s Wood, N.W.8. 
R. E. Enthoven and C. S. White. 

FirzGeraLp : Desmonp, B.Arch. [Passed five years’ course at t 
Architectural Association. Exempted from Final Examination 
15 Cornwall Gardens, S. Kensington, London, S.W.7. Propose 
by Vincent Kelly, Professor R. M. Butler and John J. Robinsor 

Fox : GrorGce ArrHur [Final], 21 Church Square, Toddingtor 
nr. Dunstable, Beds. 
Thos. E. 

FRASER : ALEXANDER [Passed five years’ course at the School 
Architecture, Robert Gordon’s Colleges, Aberdeen. Exempt 
from Final Examination], 2 Upperton Gardens, Eastbourt 
Proposed by R. Leslie Rollo, Joseph Emberton and Peter | 
Stonham., 


[Final], 27 Lincoln Gardens, Ilford 
M. Lethbridge, G. Alan Fortescue ar 


litectur 


Proposed by John Gre 


Scott and Svdney Clough. 


Frost WALTER SypneY [Final], 69 Longford Street, Derl 
Proposed by George M. Eaton. George H. Widdows 
G. Hanson Sale. 

GrpBERD : Harry [Passed five years’ course at the Birmingha 
School of Architecture. Exempted from Final Examinati 
108 Northfield Road, King’s Norton, Birmingham. Propos 
by John W. Wilson, William Haywood and George Drysdal 

JosepH CHRISTOPHER [Passed five years’ 
the Birmingham School of Architecture. Exempted from Fir 
Examination], Homeside. Wylde Green, Birmingham. 
posed by William T. Benslyn, W. Ward and Cyril F. Martin. 

Gratron : THomas OswaLtp WuireE [Passed five years’ course 
the Glasgow School of Architecture. Exempted from Fi 
Examination], 2 Selborne Road, Glasgow, W.3. — Propos 
by T. Harold Hughes, William J. Smith and Eric A. Suthe 

Gravett: ARTHUR CLARE [Final], ‘* Bramblehurst,’’ Hare La 
Esher, Surrey. Proposed by E. P. Wheeler, Frederick 
Hiorns and E. G. Bax. 


GOoDMAN : course 





Proposed by Niel Martin-Kaye, Capt. D. H. Burles and 


Exempted from Final Examination], 51 Welling- 


Proposed by Sir A. Brumwell ‘Thomas 
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Greenwood: JouNn Witmor [Final], Two Barns, West Town, 
nr. Bristol. Proposed by G. D. Gordon Hake, Gerald Unsworth 
and L. H. Bucknell. 

Haic: Epwin Donatp [Passed five years’ course at the School 
of Architecture, Victoria University, Manchester. Exempted 
from Fina] Examination], c/o Messrs. Cordingley & McIntyre, 
[he College, Durham ; 32 Dalton Road, Morecambe, Lanca- 
shire. Proposed by Professor R. A. Cordingley, John Bradshaw 


Gass and Charles B. Pearson. 

Hatt: Denis CLARKE [Passed five years’ course at the Architec- 
tural Association. Exempted from Final Examination], 
Upminster Common, Essex. Proposed by Howard Robertson, 
J. Murray Easton and E, Stanley Hall. 

Hannam.: Francis LAmBson [Final], 13 Oakwood Road, Henleaze, 
Bristol. Proposed by W. S. Grice, W. H. Watkins and Wallace 
Marchment. 

Harris: ArTHUR Noe [Final], 1 Bird Street, Broadgate, Preston. 
Proposed by Lieut.-Col. Ernest Gee, S. Wilkinson and Edgar 
Quiggin. 

Harriey : RicHarp [Passed five years’ course at the Liverpool 
School of Architecture, University of Liverpool. Exempted from 
Final Examination], 9 Bramham Gardens, S.W.5. Proposed 
by Professor Lionel B. Budden, J. E. Marshall and F. X. 
Velarde. 

Hastie : JAMes (HaAmisH) Ponton [Final], 30 Glendevon Place, 
Murrayfield, Edinburgh, 12. Proposed by James Macgregor. 
John Begg and H. O. Tarbolton. 

Hayns: Herperr Henry [Final], 31 Northumberland Avenue, 
Wanstead, E.12. Proposed by T. P. Bennett, Thos. E. Scott 
and L. Stuart Stanley. 

Heatp : Joun [Special Final], ** Westcott,” Derwent Drive, Purley, 
Surrey. Proposed by John H. Markham, J. S. Kelsall and 
Norman Keep. 

Hitt: Joun JAmes [Final], 19 Highcroft Villas, Brighton, 5. 
Proposed by L. Stuart Stanley, J. S. Kelsall and applying for 
nomination by the Council under the provisions of Bye-law 
3 (d). 

HopkINsON : GEOFFREY | Passed five years’ course at the Liverpool 
School of Architecture, University of Liverpool. Exempted 
from Final Examination], Housing Dept., Corporation of 
Huddersfield ; 16 Parkgate Road, Chester. Proposed by 
F. Charles Saxon, H. T. Seward and Professor Lionel B. 
Budden. 

HorsMAN : REGINALD ALFRED [Final], Ornan Court, Haverstock 
Hill, Hampstead, N.W.3. Proposed by J. Leighton Fouracre, 
A. S. Parker and Charles Cheverton. 

Hurst: JAmes [Final], County Architect’s Dept., County Hall, 
Wakefield ; 7 Lime Walk, Littleover, Derby. Proposed by 
George H. Widdows, George M. Eaton and L. Stuart Stanley. 

Hurron: GrorGce Roy, P.A.S.I. [Special Final], ‘* Highcroft,” 
Hilperton, Trowbridge, Wilts. Proposed by Thomas Walker, 
A. E. Beswick and W. Rudman. 

IxerR: Ertc Artuur WititiaAm [Special Final], 162 Dobbin Hill, 
Ecclesall, Sheffield, 11. Proposed by W. Geo. Davies, Te 
Mansell Jenkinson and J. Amory Teather. 

JerrREY: AtrreD Ernest [Final], 13 Station Avenue North, 
Fence Houses, Co. Durham. Proposed by C. F. Burton, J. A. 
Clarke and W. Milburn. 

Jounson : NorMAN Squire [Final], c/o 10 Boston Avenue, North- 
allerton, N. Yorks. Proposed by Percy Robinson, G. H. 
Foggitt and Victor Bain. 

Jones : Epwarp Stanton [Final], Architect’s Dept., County Hall, 
Newport, Mon; 1 Montrose, Harold Street, Hereford. Pro- 
posed by G. H. Jack, W. S. Purchon and Percy Thomas. 

Kirsy : FREDERICK Saney [Passed five years’ course at Armstrong 
College School of Architecture (University of Durham), New- 
castle-upon-Tyne. Exempted from Final Examination], Park 
Side, Bishop Auckland. Proposed by Sidney Ash, G. E. 
Charlewood and Thomas Harrison. 

Lams : Paut Pinc-Yin, B.Sc. [Special Final], Chiao Tung Univer- 

c 
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sity, Tangshan, N. China. Proposed by Alexander G. Bond 
and applying for nomination by the Council under the pro- 
visions of Bye-law 3 (d). 

Lawson: JOHN GEOFFREY SHOLTO, B.Arch. [Passed five years’ 
course at the Armstrong College School of Architecture 
University of Durham), Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Exempted 
from Final Examination], 29 The Grove, Gosforth, Newcastle- 
on-Tyne, 3. Proposed by W. B. Edwards, G. E. Charlewood 
and R. Norman Mackellar. 

LAzENBY : ARTHUR [Final], 50 Cholmley Street, Hull. Proposed 
by G. Dudley Harbron, Llewellyn Kitchen and H. Andrew. 

LEACROFT : RICHARD VALLACE BECHER | Passed five years’ course 
at the Architectural Association. Exempted from Final 
Examination], 55 Crystal Palace Park Road, Sydenham. 
S.E.26. Proposed by Thos. E. Scott, James Burford and 
Marshall Sisson. 

Levy: Eric [Final], Hanover Hous:, Broom Lane, Broughton 
Park, Manchester. Proposed by G. Noel Hill, John Knight 
and Herbert H. Brown. 

Lowe : GeorGE Cuartes [Final], * The Cleave,” Purley Downs 
Road, Sanderstead, Surrey. Froposed by Edward Maufe, 
G. B. Musman and W. E. Watson. 

McDonneELL : EDMOND GEORGE |Passed five years’ course at the 
Liverpool School of Architecture, University of Liverpool. 
Exempted from Final Examination], 84 Larkfield Road, Liver- 
pool, 17. Proposed by Professor Lionel B. Budden, J. Ernest 
Marshall and F. X. Velarde. 

McManus: Puitip Epwarp JosePu [Passed five years’ course at 
the School of Architecture, Edinburgh College of Art. Exempted 
from Final Examination], 79 Gilmore Place, Edinburgh. 
Proposed by James Macgregor, John Begg and F. C. Mears. 

Merson: Francis JAMES [Final], 59 Toll End Road, Ocker Hill, 
Tipton, Staffs. Proposed by J. Percy Clark, John B. Surman 
and C. W. D. Joynson. 

MELvIN: JAmeEs [Passed five years’ course at the Architectural 
Association. Exempted from Final Examination], 68 Tavis- 
tock Court, Tavistock Square, W.C.1. Proposed by C. S. 
White, Guy Morgan, and applying for nomination by the 
Council under the provisions of Bye-law 3 (d). 

MENNELL: GERARD BEVINGTON [Final], 26 Cambridge Terrace, 
Hyde Park, W.2. Proposed by Lieut.-Col. G. Val Myer, 
T. Lawrence Dale and H. Lidbetter. 

Mitts: Recinatp Pure [Final], Borough Architect’s Dept., 
Gower Street, Derby ; 8 Ditton Court Road, Westcliff, Essex. 
Proposed by F. Coutts Webster, W. T. Curtis and Charles H. 
Aslin. 

Mitts: WitttAm [Passed five years’ course at the Birmingham 
School of Architecture. Exempted from Final Examination], 
50 Phipson Road, Sparkhill, Birmingham, 11. Proposed by 
George Drysdale, John B. Surman and Alfred J. Dunn. 

Morrison: Miss RoNA HELEN INCH [Passed five years’ course at 
the School of Architecture, Edinburgh College of Art. Exempted 
from Final Examination], ‘ Topgates,’ Ravelston Dykes, 
Edinburgh, 12. Proposed by James A. Arnott, F. C. Mears 
and J. Inch Morrison. 

MoTAFRAM: JAMSHED DossABHoy [Final], 237 
Dhobi Talao, Bombay, 2. Proposed by T. S. (¢ 
Ditchburn and Burjor S. J. Aga. 

NEALON : KENNETH, P.A.S.I. [Final], 22 Coombe Road, Croydon, 
Surrey. Proposed by Thos. E. Scott, Francis J. Potter and 
Charles Pickford. 

Neit: Cuarvtes ArtTHuUR WELLS [Final], 53 Chalkwell Gardens, 
Leigh-on-Sea. Proposed by Niel Martin-Kaye, L. G. Ekins 
and L. Stuart Stanley. 

No: Keno Sranc [Passed five years’ course at the Bartlett School 
of Architecture, University of London. Exempted from Final 
Examination], 29 Chin Chew Street, Singapore. Proposed by 
Professor A. E. Richardson, Matthew J. Dawson and C. Lovett 
Gill. 

NICHOLLS : 


Lohar Street, 
sregson, D. W. 


Joun [Final], 38a Penywern Road, Earl’s Court, 
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S.W.5. 
Stuart. 

NICHOLLS : RALPH GEORGE [Final], 1 Dovedale Road, Mossley 
Hill, Liverpool, 18. Proposed by Kenmure Kinna, Gilbert 
Fraser and Duncan A. Campbell. 

NUTTALI Harotp [Final], ‘ Glencairn,’’ Milton Road, East- 
bourne. Proposed by Peter D. Stonham, John D. Clarke 
and Chas. H. Wallis. 

OrMAN: FREDERICK THOMAS [Passed five years’ course at the 
Architectural Association. Exempted from Final Examina- 
tion}, 21 Sackville Street, W.1. Proposed by R. E. Enthoven, 
John Grey and the Hon. Humphrey Pakington. 

Patrrick : WiLLIAM MicHAEL Tuomas | Passed five years’ course at 
the Architectural Association. Exempted from Final Examina- 
tion], 46 Mecklenburgh Square, W.C.1. Proposed by Kenneth 
F. Wray, C. S. White and applying for nomination by the 
Council under the provisions of Bye-law 3 (d). 


Proposed by W. T. Curtis, Joseph Addison and John 


PEARSON : GorDON [Final], 12 Colosseum Terrace, Albany Street, 
N.W.1. Proposed by S. Clough, Lawrence A. D. Shiner and 
L. Stuart Stanley. 

PETTIWARD : Miss CyntutA, M.A.Oxon. [Passed five years’ course 
at the Architectural Association. Exempted from Final Exam- 
ination], Trafalgar House, Salisbury, Wiltshire. Proposed by 
Verner O. Rees, Howard Robertson and J. Murray Easton. 

Prre: HuGu Sranrtey [Final], 123 Main Road, Sidcup, Kent. 
Proposed by William A. Pite, T. Phillips Figgis and Edward 
Armstrong. 

PrioR : ALFRED JEFFERIES [Passed five years’ course at the Bartlett 
School of Architecture, University of London. Exempted from 
Final Examination], 127 Kenilworth Court, Putney, S.W.15. 
Proposed by Professor A. E. Richardson, C. Lovett Gill and 
Stanley Hamp. 

PURSELI Harotp Gorpon [Final], 63 Rowan Road, London, 
\W.6. Proposed by C. S. White, L. H. Bucknell and Arthur 
W. Kenyon. 

Raven : Georrrey [Final], “* Thornbridge,” Herringthorpe Valley 
Road, Rotherham. Proposed by Frank M. Palmer, Frank 
Richardson and Geo. Williams. 

Rivetr : JoHN WiLuraM [Passed Final Examinations of the Royal 
Australian Institute of Architects in all subjects except General 
Construction. Passed R.I.B.A. Examination in General 
Construction], 7 Bentinck Street, London, Wr. Proposed by 
C. S. White, Arthur W. Kenyon and L. H. Bucknell. 

Roperts: CHARLES WILLIAM [Final], ‘* Orchards,’’ Whimple, 
Devon. Proposed by J. Archibald Lucas, Fred Harrison and 
John Bradshaw Gass. 

Ropinson : HERBERT FITZROY 
Bartlett School of Architecture, University of London.  Ex- 
empted from Final Examination], 51 Wick Hall, Furze Hill, 
Hove. Proposed by H. O. Corfiato, C. Beresford Marshall and 
Professor A. E. Richardson. 

SAMUEL : JOHN DONALDsON | Passed five years’ course at the Glasgow 
School of Architecture. Exempted from Final Examination], 
Q4 Whittagreen Terrace, Newarthill, By Motherwell Proposed 
by John G. Dunn, T. Harold Hughes and William J. Smith. 

SANDEMAN: Coin JAmes [Final], ‘** Norbreck,’? Manor Road, 
Taunton. Proposed by W. Leonard Dowton, Norman Keep 
and A. J. Toomer. 

ScaTEs : LAURENCE Sipney [Special Final], 41 Burwood Avenue, 
Eastcote, Middlesex. Proposed by Sir Herbert Baker, Alex. 
I. Scott and L. Stuart Stanley. 

Scott : Henry Epwin [Passed five years’ course at the School of 
Architecture, Robert Gordon’s Colleges, Aberdeen. Exempted 


[Passed five years’ course at the 


from Final Examination], 19 Catherine Street, Dumfries. 
Proposed by John G. Marr, R. Leslie Rollo and James B. 
Nicol. 


SEWARD : ROBERT JOHN [Passed five years’ course at the School of 
Architecture, University College, Auckland. Exempted from 
Final Examination], c/o Government Architect, Public Works 
Dept., Wellington, New Zealand. Applying for nomination by 
the Council under the provisions of Bye-law 3 (d). 
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SHANNON : REGINALD Paut [Final], 42 Greenwood Close, Morden, 
Surrey. Proposed by Kenneth F. Wray, Sidney C. Clark 
and William Stewart. 

SHAPLEY: Ropert Ernest [Final], Heyes Lane, Alderley !.dge, 


nr. Manchester. Proposed by Herbert H. Brown, Lrnest 
Simister and C. Gustave Agate. 

SHARP : Co tn Basix [Final], 24 Windmill Road, Flitwick, Bedtord, 
Proposed by C. J. Eprile, Percy V. Burnett and Thos. E. Scott, 

SHELBOURN : ALFRED PoyNer [Final], 231 Holme Church Lane, 
Beverley, Yorks. Proposed by L. Stuart Stanley and applying 
for nomination by the Council under the provisions of Bye-law 
3 (d 

SIMPSON : STEPHEN |Passed five years’ course at Leeds School of 
Architecture. Exempted from Final Examination], 93 Park- 
land Drive, Stonegate Road, Leeds. Proposed by F. L 
Charlton, John C. Procter and Victor Bain. 

SMEALL: Muss EvizABeTH MARGARET [Passed five years’ course 
at the School of Architecture, Edinburgh College of Art. 
Exempted from Final Examination], 66 Avenue Road, High- 
gate, N.6. Proposed by Edwin Williams, E. P. Wheeler and 
Frederick R. Hiorns. 

STENNER : WILLIAM RAyMonp [Passed five years’ joint course at 
the Royal West of England Academy School of Architecture, 
Bristol, and the Architectural Association (London). Exempted 
from Final Examination], 29 Berkeley Square, Clifton, Bristol. 
Proposed by W. J. Stenner, Sir George H. Oatley and G. D. 
Gordon Hake. 

Stirrup: Norman [Special Final], 8 Barnfield Crescent, Sale, 
Cheshire. Proposed by A. G. Bond, J. C. Robinson and 
Halstead Best. 


SToBART: Frep [Final], ‘* Carmel,’ Fallows Green, Harpenden, 


Herts. Proposed by F. Clark, L. Stuart Stanley and applying 
for nomination by the Council under the provisions of Bye-law 
3 d). 

Stuspss: GereorGeE Hamitton Lewis [Final], 16 Cedars Road, 
S.W.4. Proposed by H. H. Jewell, L. Stuart Stanley and John 


Greaves. 

Suceitr: Jack Atwyn [Final], 113 Sandy Hill Road, Shirley, 
3irmingham. Proposed by Oliver Essex, John Goodman and 
Herbert T. Buckland. 

Taytor: Pure Nevitt [Final], 26 Hurle Crescent, Clifton, 
Bristol, 8. Proposed by Richard C. James, Sir George H. 
Oatley and G. D. Gordon Hake. 

[iptinc : ArrHuR Raymonp [Special Final], 18 Birchwood Road, 
Wolverhampton. Proposed by Joshua Clayton, L. Stuart 
Stanley and Wallace Wood. 

[usps : RALPH SypNeEy [Passed five years’ course at the Architec- 
tural Association. Exempted from Final Examination], 140 
Piccadilly, London, W.1. Proposed by Howard Robertson, 
G. Westrup and John Grey. 

WAKEFORD: HENRY KENNETH [Final], 112 Lawrence Avenue, 
Mill Hill, N.W.7. Proposed by Thos. E. Scott, Baxter Greig 
and Professor A. E. Richardson. 

WHITEHEAD : FRANK [Passed five years’ course at Leeds School o 
Architecture. Exempted from Final Examination], 12 Gran- 
ville Street, Berry Hill, Heckmondwike, Yorks. Proposed by 
Lieut.-Col. G. Val Myer, Arthur J. Hope and James R. 
Adamson. 

WuitwHam: Haroitp Heaton [Special Final], Elston Bank, 
Southlands, Bingley. Proposed by J. A. Fletcher, Wm. Illing- 
worth and Eric Morley. 

WickER : FRANK ALBERT [Final], 1 Granville Road, Gravesend, 
Kent. Proposed by Frederick Etchells, Joseph Addison and 
Sydney H. Meyers. 

Witcox : CLEMENT jJosePH [Final], 39 Aynsley Road, Shelton, 
Stoke-on-Trent. Proposed by George Hollins, J. Brittain 
Adams and E. T. Watkin. 

WILKINSON : JACK THOMPSON [Passed five years’ course at the Depart- 
ment of Architecture, University of Sheffield. Exempted from 
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Final Examination], c/o P. Hardy, Esq., 11 Hinton Road, 
Bournemouth ; Highfield Avenue, Goldthorpe, Rotherham, 
Yorks. Proposed by Stephen Welsh, Harry B. S. Gibbs and 
Philip Hardy. 

Witt1amMs : Horace [Passed five years’ course at the School of 
Architecture, Victoria University, Manchester. Exempted from 
Final Examination], 520 Manchester Road, Astley, Man- 
chester. Proposed by Professor R. A. Cordingley, J. E. Kewell 
and Francis L. Lumb. 

WituiAMs : IORWERTH MALpwywn [Final], c/o County Architect’s 
Office, Shire Hall, Gloucester. Proposed by W. A. Johnson, 
L. Stuart Stanley and R. S. Phillips. 

WituiaMs : LAWRENCE GarButtT [Final], c/o New Zealand House, 
415 Strand, London. Applying for nomination by the Council 
under the provisions of Bye-law 3 (d). 

WituiaMs : Morris [Final], Gwyon House, North Curry, Taunton. 
Proposed by A. J. Toomer, G. D. Gordon Hake and L. Stuart 
Stanley. 

Wytson : JoHN Duncan [Passed five years’ course at the Architec- 
tural Association. Exempted from Final Examination], 24 Red 
Lion Square, W.C.1. Proposed by Thomas E. Scott, H. 
Courtenay Constantine and L. H. Bucknell. 

YARBURGH-BATESON : THE Hon. RicHARD ARTHUR DE [Passed 
five years’ joint course at the School of Architecture, University 
of Cambridge and the Architectural Association. Exempted 
from Final Examination], 4 Chester Terrace, London, S.W.1. 
Proposed by Howard Robertson, E. Stanley Hall and J. Murray 
Easton. 

Younc : JAmEs Dickson [Final], 37 Stewart Terrace, Edinburgh, 11. 
Proposed by John Begg, F. C. Mears and J. Macgregor. 


AS LICENTIATES (14) 

BLay : ArTHUR RICHARD ALFRED, 1 Berry Lane, Rickmansworth, 
Herts. Proposed by Robert Cromie, William L. Eves and 
applying for nomination by the Council under the provisions 
of Bye-law 3 (d). 

BroMIGE : FRANK Ernest, Imperial House, Regent Street, W.1 ; 
22 Elm Croft Gardens, Kingsbury, Middlesex. Proposed by 
R. G. Muir, J. J. Joass and applying for nomination by 
the Council under the provisions of Bye-law 3 (d). 

Brown: ALBERT JAMES, C/o Samuel A. S. Yeo, Esq., Station 
Chambers, 56 Turnmill Street, E.C.1 ; 65 Birley Road, Whet- 
stone, N.20. Proposed by William Stewart, Horace C. Fread 
and Horace R. Chanter. 

BROWN : CHARLES HENRY, County Offices, St. Mary’s Gate, Derby ; 
Windy Ridge, Heanor Road, Breadsall, near Derby. Proposed 
by George H. Widdows, H. V. de C. Hague and Ernest C. 
Bewlay. 

FinpLAy : JAMES SmirH, Education Department, Civic Hall, Leeds ; 
21 St. Michael’s Crescent, Headingley, Leeds. Proposed by 
Sydney D. Kitson, Fred Broadbent and applying — for 
nomination by the Council under the provisions of Bye-law 3 (d 

Hitt: Hersert Hopson, 2 Leyton Green, Harpenden ; Merlins, 
Fallows Green, Harpenden, Herts. Proposed by Walter 
Butler Stonebridge, Basil C. Deacon and applying for 
nomination by the Council under the provisions of Bye-law 
3 (d 

JENKINS : WILLIAM JoHN, Rochester House, Portland Street, Swan- 
sea; 10 Carlton Terrace, Swansea. Proposed by Ernest E. 
Morgan, T. Alwyn Lloyd and J. Herbert Jones. 

Leon: ARTHUR Maurice, 20 Working Street, Cardiff; ‘‘ The 
Croft,” Peterston-super-Ely, near Cardiff. Proposed by T. 
Alwyn Lloyd, Lennox Robertson and Gerald Stanley. 

Pepprarr : HARoLD STANLEY, London County Council, Architects’ 

Department, County Hall, S.E.1 ; 70 Hill Crest Drive, Petts 
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Wood, Orpington, Kent. 


Proposed by 


W. Ernest 





Monro, 


W. J. King and applying for nomination by the Council 
under the provisions of Bye-law 3 (d). 


PICKAVANCE : 


Education Committee, Stafford ; ‘* Glentrool,”’ 
Brook, Stafford. Proposed by T. F. 
Davies and A. C. H. Stillman. 


SMALLWOOD : 


J. Ernest Franck and R. H. J. Mayhew. 


Estate Office, 
Brook, Stafford 


STEP 


Turk : Harry WILLIAM, c/o Messrs. J. M. Sheppard & 


‘TUTHILL : WILLIAM FRANCIs, St. Peter’s Road, Sheringham, 


Ltd., 26-30 Tavistock Place, W.C.1 ; ‘ Brandon,” 
Road, Edgware, Middlesex. Proposed by James Cannell, 


HEN-Evans : WittiAmM Gwyn, c/o The 


Buildings, Stafford ; ‘* Margwyn,” g Rising 


Proposed by Harbottle Reed, D. Wynee-Thomas 


Murray. 


James Austin, Architects’ Department, Staffordshire 


18 Rising 


Shepheard, Harold E. 


Eric NorMAN, Architect to the Express Dairy Co., 


46 Farm 


and K 


County 


Partners, 


38 Bedford Place, W.C.1 ; 7 Camden Square, St. Pancras, 
N.W.1. Proposed by J. M. Sheppard, W. B. Stedman 


Rees Phillips. 


** Ferndale,” Morris Street, Sheringham. 


H. Buckingham, Eric W. B. Scott anc 


1 


Propose 


} 


Eric H. Skipper 


APPLICATIONS FOR MEMBERSHIP 


ELECTION: 11 JANUARY 
In accordance with an arrangement made with th 
of South African Architects the name of 


1937 


found by the Council to be eligible and qualified in acc 
the Charter and Bye-laws, will be included in the list of candidates 


for election on 11 January 1937. Notice 


of 


any objec 


re 


and 


Norfolk 


1 by Ernest 


e Institute 


lance 


] 


other communication respecting this candidate must be sent t 
Secretary R.I.B.A. not later than Tuesday, 15 December 1936 


ALBERT : 


AS ASSOCIATE 


Adler House, Terminus Street, East 


Proposed by Howard Robertson, L. H. 


GeEorRGE GERALD [Passed five years’ course at the 
tectural Association. Exempted from Final 
London, Sou 


Exar 





the following candidate, 


with 


] 


tion or any 
>» the 
Archi- 
ination }, 

1 Africa. 


Bucknell and Verner 


O. Rees. 
ELECTION OF STUDENTS R.I1.B.A 
The following were elected as Students R.I.B.A. at the meeting 
of the Council held on 19 October 1936 : 
ACLAND : ( Mrs.) ANNE STELLA, 20 Gayfere Street, London, S.W.1 
BRIERLEY : EpwArD WALTER, 8 Abbey Road, Bristol, 6. 
BRIGHTON : ALLAN GeEorGE, “ Shirley,’’ Christchurch Park, Sutton, 
Surrey. 
BURCHILL : JOHN GEORGE, 33D Polygon Buildings, Euston, N.W.1 
CAMPBELL : ALEXANDER BUCHANAN, 49 St. Kilda Drive, Glasgow. 
Creasy: JAMES WILLIAM, 75 Grosvenor Avenue, Carshalton, 
Surrey. 


CUNNINGHAM : JOSEPH, 82 Birch Road, Parkhall, Dalmuir, Glasgow 


DAKIN : 
FirzGERALD : 


ARTHUR JOHN, Baptist College, Bristol. 


DesmonpD, Fairy Hill, Bray, Co. Wicklow, Ireland. 


ForDHAM: GEORGE Ropert, c/o W. David Hartley, Esq., 226 
High Street, Slough. 

FRESHWATER : JOHN FRANCIS, 51 Fairleigh Drive, Leigh-on-Sea, 
Essex. 

Hancock : THomas Husert HErsert, 28 Loddiges Road, Hackney, 
E.o. 

KERR: FREDRICK Henri, 82 Grosvenor Road, Muswell Hill, 
London, N.10. 

LEE: Freperick Cecit Briccs Harps, 15 Adelaide Road, Sur- 
biton, Surrey. 

MILLINGTON: ARTHUR HENRY, 54 Boldmere Road, Eastcote. 


Pinner, Middlesex. 
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MITCHELL : Miss) GRACE Sauchiehall Street, 


Glasgow, C.3. 
MytTron 


DaAwsON, 971 


: Joun, 44 Lea Road, Wolverhampton, Staffs. 

PARKER : WILLIAM NorMAN, “ Oakdene,”? The Wheel, Ecclesfield, 
nr. Sheffield. 

PARKIN : JOHN Burnet, 147 Goodhart Way, West Wickham, Kent. 

PrrcHFoRD : Roy, 14 Clytha Square, Newport, Mon. 

Rivett : JoHN WILLIAM, 7 Bentinck Street, London, W.1. 

Sanps : Desmonp Ossirer, 10 Earl’s Court Square, London, S.W.5. 

SHEPPARD : WALTER JOHN, The Lawns, Banwell, Somerset. 

SHINDE : SAMBHASI Raosi, Aurora House, Hughes Road, Bombay. 


STALEY : (Miss) GrRAcE, Dene Lodge, Radyr, Glam. 


SumMErs : Rospert Epmunp, 4 Berkeley Crescent, Bristol, 8. 


Swan: MavriceE ArtTHuR, 26A Redcliffe Mews, Kensington, 
S.W.10. 
TPHomas : Dews Prys, 23 Ducie Street, Liverpool, 8. 


16 Ligur Place, Auckland, New Zealand. 


Haro.p, 1 Oxford Street, Oakworth Road, Keighley. 


Toy, RicHArpD Horton : 
WHARF! 
WILLIAMs : 
WILson: STUART ANTHONY, 2282 
Montreal, Canada. 
WRIGHT : LANCELOT ARMITAGE, 


Joun Owen, 25 Queen Square, Bath. 


Belgrave Avenue, N.D.G., 


Moor Mead Hill, Hitchin. 


R.1I.B.AA. PROBATIONERS 
During the month of September the following were enrolled as 
Probationers of the Royal Institute 


BAINES : RALPH CUTHBERT, 31 Primula Street, London, W.12. 


BEASLEY : MicHAget Davin, 6 Bullingham Mansions, Pitt Street. 
W.8. 
BEVEN : Guy NuGENT, Portholme Villas, Selby, Yorks. 


BRADFORD : 
BROOKE 


Epwarp Tuomas, 1gA Exeter Road, Exmouth. 


Joun RicHAarD Peter, Flat 2, 103 Westbourne Grove, 


W.2. 
Brown : PuHitip VAUGHAN, 46 Grange Mount, Birkenhead. 
BURBIDGE : KENNETH DONALD, 38 Chiltern Drive, Surbiton Hill, 
Surrey. 
BurRTON : DoNovan, 11g1 Stratford Road, Hall Green, Birmingham. 


Bync-Mappick : CerciL, 4 Albany Villas, Hove, Sussex. 

CAMERON : CHARLES NoRMAN, Aberlour Hotel, Aberlour, Banffshire. 

Cookson : Douctas, 114 West Avenue, Lightcliffe, nr. Halifax. 

Crockatt : GreorGE, 12 Rozelle Terrace, Maybole Road, Ayr. 

Cusitr : JAMES WILLIAM ARCHIBALD, Graitney, Camberley, Surrey 

Davies : JOHN SELB, 58 De-Burgh Street, Cardiff. 

Davies: WILLIAM REEs, House, 
Haslemere, Surrey. 

Day : GEOFFREY EpGAR Patterson, 48 Mill Way, Mill Hill, N.W.7. 

DraAcon (Miss) : Myra Joy, Windy Croft, Smithambottam Lane, 
Purley, Surrey. 

DuncAN : KENNETH CAVENDISH, 6 Manor Road, Eastham, Ches. 

Dyson : DonALD LEATHLEY, 11 Kimbolton Avenue, Bedford. 

FeRROW : JAMES Denis, 15 The Broadway, Tynemouth. 

FRASER : RICHARD, 7 Hillview Terrace, Corstorphine, Edinburgh,12. 

FRIEND : PETER Donovan, 40 Thirlmere Road, Muswell Hill, N.10. 

GIDDEN (Miss) : Mary, 32A Clapton Common, E.5. 

GoprreyY : WALTER EmIL, 203 High Street, Lewes, Sussex. 

GRINLING : Rosert SipNey, Tigbourne Court, Witley, Surrey. 

Hamp (Miss) : CuristiAN Mary, 50 Addison Road, Kensington, 
W.14. 

HARLAND : 
Herts. 

Harvey : Ropert Henry, 47 Melville Road, Coventry. 

Haynes : GEOFFREY HERBERT, 118 Court Lane, Dulwich, S.E.21. 

Hayes : HepLey Stuart, Springfield, Preston Road, Yeovil, Som. 

HoLianD : RALPH BerTRAM, 4/72 Warwick Gardens, Kensington, 
W.14. 


Laburnam Longdene Road, 


AvBert Henry, Otterspool, Aldenham, nr. Watford, 


JOHNSTON : CECIL, * 
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Howett : Donatp Coutts, Oakfield, Waxwell Lane, Pinner, 
Middx. 

INGLETON : REGINALD MIDDLETON, 3 Richmond Road, Wanstead 
E.11. 

James: Harotp Hastincs WILLIAM BaLrour, 154 Worple Road 


Wimbledon, S.W.20. 
Carisbrook,”’ Balmoral, Belfast, N. Ireland 


Lioyp : STANLEY, 53 Becmead Avenue, Kenton, Middx. 

LovELL : GEORGE RONALD, 28 Clarence Street, Morecambe and 
Heysham. 

MABLEY : Puiuip Joun, 48 College Avenue, Maidenhead, Berks, 


MACLAURIN : IAN GRAEME, Woodstock Road, Redland, Clitto: 


Mapew : JOHN SypDNEY, Rosemount, The Plaisaunce, Newcastk 
Staffs. 

MALKIN : Henry FRANK, 30 Medusa Road, Catford, S.E.6 

MALyon : RONALD, 53 Chelsea Gardens, London, S.W.1. 

Mansey : ArtuHur, 158 Bedford Street South, Liverpool, 7. 


MARSHALL : DENNIS, 4 Sunny Bank, Withernsea, E. Yorks. 


MAXWELL : JOHN MAITLAND, 3 Melina Place, N.W.8. 

McGiit : Tuomas Francis, 5 Victoria Park Drive South, Glasgow 
W.4. 

MEIN : CHARLES ANDREW, Thorncroft.”’ Alfreton Road, Sutton- 


in-Ashfield, Notts. 
MELLING : FRANK, 61 Stumperelowe Crescent Road, Sheffield,1 
PARKER : JOSEPH EDWARD, Clive Road, Spoffort! 
nr. Harrogate. 
PARKIN : JOHN BurRNET, 147 Goodhart Way, West Wickham, Ker 
PENNINGTON : JOHN, 23 Groveland Road, Wallasey, Cheshire. 
Puitpotr : RicHARD BERNARD, 5 The Gardens, Leigh Hill, Leigh- 
on-Sea, Essex. 
Puipps : JAMes Henry, 19 White Street, Kibworth Beauchamy 
Leics. 
PLace : Harry, 89 Kildare Street, Farnworth, Lancs. 
RHEINBERG : Eric, 80 Barn Hill, Wembley Park. 
RICHMOND : JOHN CrISTOPHER BLAKE, 31 Gordon Place, W.8. 
ROBINSON : THOMAS, 96 Abbey Street, Bangor, Co. Down. 
GEOFFREY, 95 Aston Road, Dudley, Worcs. 
BERTIE JOHN, 105 Glyn Road, Clapton Park, E.5 
SCOLLAY EpwarRpD JOHN, “ Minden.” 
Harrow, Middx. 
Davip ANTHONY, 72 Ross Road, Wallington, Surre\ 





* Brockville,” 


ROBSON : 
SAUNDERS : 


) 


Road, Wes 


Twytord 


SHAWCROSS : 


SHUTTLEWORTH : HERBERT, 206 Altrincham Road, Sharstor 
Manchester. 
SLADE CHARLES KENNETH, Wynns Wick Road, Seer Green 


Beaconsfield, Bucks. 


SPENCER (MIss BARBARA Mary, “ Cliffe,” 56 Newland Park 
Hull. 
SPuRR (Miss MarGAreET EnIp, 109 Station Road, Wylde Greet 


sIrmingnham. 


PeTLEY : PatricK Ivor DeELAvVAL, South Novington, Plumpton, 
Sussex. 
[HoMAS : HERBERT, 2A Vicarage Avenue, Cheadle Hulme, near 


Stockport, Cheshire. 
THomaAs: Ruys Bronwyn, 1 Westbourne Terrace Road, W.2 
T'Hompson:: Lestiz, 1 St. Luke’s Road, Blackpool, Lancs. 
Toy : RicHarp Horton, 16 Ligur Place, Auckland, New Zealand 
Wappy : CRISTOPHER JOHN LAwrENCE, Rosemount, Stoke Gabriel, 

nr. Totnes, Devon. 
WAKEFIELD-BRAND : CHARLES 

Walthamstow, E.17. 
WEAVER : PETER, Llanbedr Hall, Langstone, nr. 


Percy, 10 St. James’ Street. 


Newport, Mon. 


Witson: HERBERT CLIFTON, 21 Rampart Street, Shoeburyness, 
Essex. 
Woop: REGINALD GEORGE, 29 Mapledene Road, Dalston, 


YEO : WILFRED SAMUEL SPEARE, “ St. Andrew’s Lodge,”’ Homefield 


Road, Wembley, Middx. 
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Notices 


(tHE SECOND GENERAL MEETING, 
MONDAY, 16 NOVEMBER 1936, AT 8 p.m. 

[he Second General Meeting of the Session 1936-1937 
will be held at 8 p.m. on Monday, 16 November 1936, for the 
following purposes :— 

To read the minutes of the Inaugural General Meeting held 
on 2 November 1936 ; 

Formally to admit members attending for the first time 
since their election ; 

Miss Elizabeth Denby to read a Paper on ** Rehousing from 
the Slum-Dweller’s Point of View.” 


REVISION OF THE R.1.B.A. REGULATIONS GOVERN- 
ING THE PROMOTION AND CONDUCT OF 
ARCHITECTURAL COMPETITIONS 

[he Council at their meeting on 19 October 1936 \formally 
ratified the amendment of the paragraphs in Clause 1 of the 
R.I.B.A. Regulations governing the Promotion and Conduct 
of Architectural Competitions dealing with the Assessor’s fee, 
notice of which was published in the JOURNAL of 8 August 1936, 
in accordance with the terms of Bye-law 38. 

[he paragraphs as amended read as follows : 

The usual R.1.B.A. Scale of Charges for assessing compe- 
titions is the sum of twenty-five guineas, plus one-fifth of 
one per cent. upon the estimated cost of the proposed 
building, z.e., £2 per £1,000 on the estimated cost. 

[he foregoing Scale is exclusive of travelling and other 
out-of-pocket expenses, which are to be charged in addition. 

In the event of more than one Assessor being appointed, 
the remuneration shall be decided by mutual arrangement 
between the Assessors and the Promoters. 


DRAWINGS PREPARED BY ASSISTANTS 

[he Practice Standing Committee have considered a 
request from the Junior Members’ Committee that a ruling 
should be published on the position of an assistant who wishes 
\o borrow, for the purpose of obtaining employment, drawings 
which he prepared for his previous employer. 

While it is impossible to enforce any ruling with regard to 
the matter the Practice Standing Committee are of opinion 
that it would not be reasonable for an architect to refuse to 
comply with an assistant’s request to borrow drawings for this 
purpose, unless there were any special circumstances to be 
taken into consideration, in which case the employer should 
give the assistant a signed statement to this effect. 


INAUGURAL EXHIBITION OF THE R.I.B.A. CAMERA 
CLUB 

general meeting of members interested in the formation 
1¢ R.I.B.A. Camera Club will be held at 8 p.m. on Wednes- 
day, 18 November, during which the Inaugural Exhibition 
of the Club will be opened. The Exhibition will remain open 
until 5 p.m. on Saturday, 28 November. 

Full particulars and conditions for the submission of prints 
were published on page 1071 of the last issue (dated 17 Octo- 
ber) of the JoURNAL. 


EXHIBITION OF DESIGNS SUBMITTED IN THE 
COMPETITION FOR A DESIGN F(¢ IR JOINT RAILWAY 
RECEIVING OFFICES IN LONDON 
he designs submitted in the competition promoted by the 
flour main Railway Companies (L.M.S., L.N.E.R., G.W.R. 
and Southern) for a design for Joint Railway Receiving 


A 
of tl 
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Offices will be on exhibition in the Henry L. Florence Hall 
at the R.I.B.A. during the latter part of November. The 
date of the opening has not yet been fixed, but it will probably 
take place early in the week beginning 16 November. The 
exhibition will remain open until Thursday, 26 November, 
between the hours of 10 a.m. and 8 p.m. (Saturday, 10 a.m. 
and 5 p.m.). 


THE R.I.B.A. LONDON ARCHITECTURE 
MEDAL, 1936 

The attention of members is drawn to the Form of Nomina- 
tion and the conditions, subject to which the award will be 
made, for a building built within a radius of eight miles from 
Charing Cross during the three years ending 31 December 
1936, issued separately with the current number of the 
JournaL. Any member of the Royal Institute is at liberty to 
nominate any building for consideration by the Jury. 

The Nomination Forms should be returned to the Secretary 
R.I.B.A. not later than 27 February 1937. 

BRITISH ARCHITECTS’ CONFERENCE, 
LEEDS, 23-26 JUNE 1937 

The Annual Conference next year of the Royal Institute 
of British Architects and of its Allied and Associated Societies 
will take place at Leeds from 23 to 26 June 1937. 

The West Yorkshire Society of Architects have in hand the 
preparation of a most attractive programme and particulars 
will be issued in due course. 

THE USE OF THE TITLES “ CHARTERED 
ARCHITECT ” AND “REGISTERED ARCHITECT ” 

Now that the Registration Act is in force the Council have 
been asked to give advice with regard to the best way to use the 
title ‘‘ Registered Architect”? by members of the R.I.B.A. 
who have been placed on the Register, and who already have 
the right to use the designation “‘ Chartered Architect.” 

The Council recommend that members of the R.I.B.A. who 
have been registered should use the designation “* Chartered 
and Registered Architect.” 

OVERSEAS APPOINTMENTS 

When members are contemplating applying for appoint- 
ments overseas they are recommended to communicate with 
the Secretary R.I.B.A., who will supply them with any avail- 
able information respecting conditions of employment, cost of 
living, climatic conditions, etc. 

CESSATION OF MEMBERSHIP 

Under the provisions of Bye-law 21 the following have ceased 

to be members of the Royal Institute :— 
As Fellow 

George Topham Forrest. 

As Associates 


BRONZE 


John Byers. 

George Herbert Barton Chantrey. 

Ralph Henry Dewhirst. 

Richard Arthur Fielding Riding. 

Jasper Philip Salwey. 

Cecil Thomas Sherwin. 

Thomas Edward Senior Thwaite. 

Ernest Charles Turner. 

William Irving Watson. 

John William Gilmour Wilson. 
As Licentiates 

Clifford A. Aish. 

Leonard Francis Cavanagh. 

Frederick Charles Ellis. 
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Clarence Ernest Holloway. 
Leonard Archibald Frederic 
Clement Frost Overy 

Herbert Richard Washin 
Reginald Wallace W 


Ireland 


CLOn Watkins 


LICOCKS, 


Competitions 


The Council and Competitions Committee wish to remind 
members and members of Allied So that it is their 
duty to refuse to take part in competitions unless the conditions 
are in conformity with the R.1.B.A. Regulations for the Con 
duct of Architectural Competitions and have been approved 
by the Institute. 

While, in the case of small limited private competitions, 
modifications of the R.I.B.A. Regulations may be approved, 
it is the duty of members who are asked to take part in a 
limited competition to notify R.I1.B.A. 
immediately, submitting competition 
This requirement now forms part of the Code ot Professional! 
Practice in which it is ruled that a formal invitation to two 
or more archi‘ects to prepare designs in competition for the 
same project is deemed a limited competition. 


eties 


the Secretary of the 


particulars of the 


COMPETITION FOR RE-ERECTION OF THEATRE 
ROYAL, KING’S LYNN 
Members of the Roval Instituie of Bri 


ish Architects and of 
its Allied Societies mu not take part in the abov 

because the 
Regulations of the Royal Institute for Ar 
Competitions. 


competition 
? t , ry iY ‘ ] { }y] } 
conditions are! tin accordan< with the published 


ctural 


COMPETITION FOR CLUB SERVANTS’ BUILDING, 
SELANGOR CLUB, KUALA LUMPUR 

The Competitions Com: desire to | the attention 

of members to the fact that the c s of the above com- 

petition are not in \ t Ri s of the 


R.1.B.A. 


The Comps ns Comn are in ne ylation 
with the I ne! 


promoters in the ! ( I an eni 
In the meantime members should 1 ce part the 
competition. 
ABERDEEN : LAY-OUT OF KINCORTH 
The Aberdeen ‘Town Council are 0 hold a con pet'tion 
for the lay-out of their estate of Kincorth, which will be 
developed as a satellite town.” Ce ( ve 


available. 

ASHTON-UNDER-LYNE : SENIOR ELI 
SCHOO! 
\shton-under-Lyne are proposing to 


MENTARY 


rhe 


Corporation 


hold a con etition for a V3 or Eleme iv School to 
be erected on a site adjoining Sprit Stalybridge Road 

. NO%«c i, 
and Mr. F. Thorpe, J.P. |/.| has appointed to act as 


Assessor. Conditions are not vei 


BELFAST : NEW WATER OFFICES 

The Belfast City and District Water Commissioners 
proposing to hold a competition for new Office Bui 
Mr. H. Austen Hall [/.] has been appointed to act as Assessor. 
Conditions are not yet available. 

BIRMINGHAM: NEW CENTRAL 
COLLEGE, ETC 
The Corporation of the City of Birmingham invite 


of British nationality 


are 
Idings and 


rFECHNICAL 


architects 


and domiciled in the l Kingdom 


IF 
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1930 
to submit in competition designs for a new Technical College 
Commercial College and College of Art and Crafts. 

Mr. James R. Adamson [F.]. 


Premiums: / 50, £,500 
A AR 


\ssessol 

/ £500, £250. 

Last day for receiving designs : 12 March 1937. 

Last day for questions: 19 October 1936. 

Conditions of the competition may be obtained on 

tion to Dr. P. D. Innes, C.B.E., 
Margaret Street, Birmingham, 3. Deposit £2 2s. 
DUNDEE: COLLEGE OF ART 

Ihe Dundee Institute of Art and Technology are to hold 
a competition for the Duncan of Jordanstone College 0 
Artand Mr. J. R. Leathart [F.], has been appointed to act 
as Assessor. Conditions are not yet available. 

EDMONTON: NEW TOWN HALL BUILDINGS 

lhe Edmonton Urban District Council are proposing t 
hold a competition for new Town Hall Buildings, and Mr. E 
Berry Webber [.4.] has been appointed to act as Assessor 
No conditions are available yet. 

GLOUCESTER: NEW TECHNICAL COLLEGE 
[he Corporation of Gloucester invite architects of Britis! 
itionality, United Kingdom, to submit in 
Technical College, etc., at 


‘ pplica- 
Chief Education Off 





1 


101 domiciled in the 


ior a 


l ion designs new 

Brunswick Road, Gloucester. 
Assessor: Mr. Henry V. Ashley [F.]. 
Premiums : £350, £250 and £150 


December 1936 


Lasi day for receiving designs : 15 
26 September 1936. 


Last dav for questions : 
Condit 
tion to The 


Square, Gl 


HACKNEY : 





ms of the competi 4 
Education Officer, Belsize House, Brunswi 
oucester. De 


| RR 
f11i0n May be obtained On apt 





RECONSTRUCTION 
BATHS 
gh Council are proposing to hold a 
petition for the iciion of the Central Baths, and 
Mr. Frederick J. Horth [F.] has been nominated to act a 
Conditions are not yet available. 
HOLBORN : PUBLIC BATHS AND WASHHOUSES 
The Metropolitan Borough of Holborn invite architects t 
submit in competition designs for new Public Baths, 
cted in Broad Street and Endell Street. 
Mr. Kenneth M. B. Cross [F.] 


200, {200 and £100. 


posit, {2 Qs. 


OF CENTRAI 
lhe Hackney Borou 


reconstt 


A sessor. 


open 
etc., to be ere 
\ssessor : 
miums: £ 
December 
t October 1936. 


Pre 
Last day for receiving designs: 31 1936. 
Last day for questions : 

Conditions of the competition may be obtained on applica 
tion to Mr. Lionel J. Walford, Town Clerk, Town Hall, Hist 
W Cit. Deposit £2 Qs. 

KEIGHLEY : NEW SCHOOL 
rhley Education Committee are proposing to h 
for a new Council School at Guard House 
not vet available 


ALD NEW MUNICIPAL BUILDINGS 


Holborn, London 


Lhe 


a compel 


Ke if 





ition 


C‘onditions are 


KIRK 


Phe Kirkcaldy Town Council are proposing to hold 
competition for new Municipal Buildings to be erecied 4 
Wemyss Park. Mr. Thomas S. Tait [F.] has been appointe 


to act as Assessor. Conditions are not yet available. 

LEAMINGTON SPA : NEW POLICE AND 
BRIGADE HEADOUARTERS 

The Council of the Borough of Royal Leamingt 

Spa invite architects in the area of the Birmingham and Five 


FIRE 


Town 


tor 


Ne 





Oplica- 
)fficer 


0 hold 
ege ol 
to act 


NGS 

ing to 
Mr. E 
SSESSOr 


rE 
British 
mit in 


tG., Gt 


pplica- 
nswick 


TRAL 


hold a 
1s, and 
act as 


JSES 
ects to 
Baths, 


pplica- 


|, Hig! 


8) hold 


House 


LINngto 
id Five 
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\rchitectural Association to submit in competition 
new Police and Fire Brigade Headquarters to be 


Counti¢ 


designs 


erecte 1 cost of approximately £50,000. Conditions of 
the co tition may be obtained on application before 
12 Noyeinber 1936 to Mr. Leo. Rawlinson, Town Clerk, 
Town Hall. Leamington Spa. Deposit £1 Is. 


NEWPORT, MON.: NEW CIVIC CENTRE 

The Newport (Mon.) Corporation invite architects of 
British nationality to submit in competition designs for new 
Civic Buildings, including Town Hall, Municipal Offices, 
Law Courts and Police Station. 
Mr. E. Berry Webber [4.]. 
Mr. C. F. Ward [F.] 

Premiums : £750, £500. £300 and £200. 

Last day for receiving designs : 30 November 1936. 

Last day for questions: 1 September 1936. 

Conditions of the competition may be obtained on applica- 
tion to Mr. O. Treharne Morgan, Town Clerk, Town Hall, 
Newport, Mon. Deposit £2 2s. 


*NEWS CHRONICLE ” SCHOOLS COMPETITION 
[The .\ Chronicle invites architects 
petition designs for two types of schools. 
j a) A large Senior Mixed Elementary 
children, suitable for an Urban District. 
bh) \ smaller Senior Mixed Elementary School for 160 
children in rural surroundings. 
\ssessors: Mr. W. G. Newton, M.C. [F.]. 
Mr. G. E. Kendall, O.B.E.. [F.]. 
Mr. E. B. O’Rorke [A.]. 


Assessors : 


to submit in com- 


School for kere) 


Premiums : Type (a), £500, £200 and £100; Type (4), 
f 300 and / 100. 
ki 4 

Last day for submitting designs : 1 February 1937. 


Conditions of the competition may be obtained on applica- 
tion to Schools Architectural Competition, Nez s Chronicle. 
19-22 Bouverie Street, London, E.C.4. Deposit tos. 


SOUTH SHIELDS : ASSEMBLY HALL AND LIBRARY 

The South Shields Town Council propose to hold a com- 
petition for an Assembly Hall and Library to be erected on 
a site at the rear of the Town Hall. Mr. Arthur J. Hope [F.] 
has been appointed to act as Assessor. Conditions are not 
yet available. 


SYDNEY, N.S.W.: EXTENSION OF 
ST. ANDREW’S CATHEDRAL 
The following cablegram has been received from 
Mr. B. J. Waterhouse [F.], one of the Assessors in 
the above competition. 
“Please inform competitors closing date St. 
Andrew’s competition extended First June, Thirty- 


Seven. Answers questions sent. Waterhouse.”’ 
COMPETITION RESULT 
BARKING: NEW TOWN HALL AND MUNICIPAL 


BUILDINGS 
Messrs. Herbert Jackson [4.] and Reginald Edmonds | 1. | 
Birmingham). 
2. Messrs. Bradshaw Gass and Hope [FF.] (Bolton. 
3» Messrs. E. D. Lyons [A.], L. Israel [4.] and C. H. Elsom 
Student) (London). 
}. Mr. Basil G. Duckett [.4.] (Blackburn). 
Commended 
Messrs. W. Crabtree [.4.] and P. G. Freeman | A.] 


[A London) 
Mr. H. T, Wright [F.] (Newcastle-upon-Tyne). 
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who are definitely unemployed. 


PARTNERSHIPS WANTED 


FELLOW requires partnership in small but promising practice 
Very experie need, Lene rgetic. Som ipital \pply Box No 2b 
c/o Secretary R.I.B.A. 

AssoOciaATE, with an established N.W. London practi ine 
connection and a fair amount of work on hand, wis! t ) 

a West End or City arch'tect with a view to partnership.— Write 
Box No, 3006, ¢ o Secretarv R.T.BOA 

YounGa Arcurrecr (A.R.ILB.A.), with ideas and « lera 
experience, interested only in good modern design, wishe to buy 
a partnership in a suitable practice, preferably in Lond Birn - 


ham or Coventry. Apply Box No. 2206, « 


\.R.1.B.A., Honours A.A.Dip.. age 30 years, several years’ 


prac tice on own, 


established architect 
work on pat 


tne 
o Secretary R.I.B.A 


wishes join 
with prospects : 
some capital. 


prospect of introducin: 


Write Box No. ] 


Gob, ¢ 


JUNIOR PARTNERSHIP WANTED 
Member [4.], school-trained, with varied experience in 
and Government work abroad, junior partne 
well-established firm, preferably in the south of England. (¢ 
available. Reply Box No. 1006, c/o Secretary R.I.B.A. 


FRADE CATALOGUES WANTED 
C. J. Parker [1.], State Architect, P.W.D., Jaipur, Rajputana, 
India, would be pleased to receive trade catalogues of any materials 
and building spec lalities 


private 
desires a 


hip in 


ipital 


PRACTICE FOR SALI 
MrMBER wishes to dispose of nearly 4 
years ago in Gray’s Inn, where it is still carried on Important 
work has been done and is now in hand. Apply Box No. 2606, c/o 
Secretary R.I.B.A. 


practice established 


CHANGES OF ADDRESS 
Davip Carr [4.] has changed his address to 17 


Edinburgh, 


Graham Street 
3: 

Mr. B. Ewart Drxon [L.] has cl 
Lloyds Bank Chambers, 94 High Street, 
lel. No. : Hillside 3180. 

Mr. WALTER 


{ 


anged his office adc 


North Finchley, N.12 


KrEsSEY has moved to D.5 Kenilworth Court 


Hagley Road. Edebaston. Birmingh 1, 16 1} tele phe ne! nhe 
is as before Edgbaston 2011 
Mr. R. A. Smerron [4.] has moved to Black 1 Mill Hous 


Henley-in-Arden. 


Mr. Morris Joseru [.l.], of 21 Hart Street, W.C.1, ar Mr 
Henry W. Bannan [L.]|. of & Phil Lane, E.C.3. have now take 
offices at 47 Bloomsbury Square, W.C.1 (Telephones : Holborn 
8327-8), where they will continue their joint and separate pt ices 


MBER 


CHANGE OF TELEPHONE NI 
ll] ar Bedford. has had 


Mr. H. J. Wise [7.]. Newton Blossomville, ne 


his telephone number changed to Turvey 230 
OFFICE TO LET 
FeLtow has a small furnished office to let in the Strand, near 
lrafalgar Square. It is self-contained, on the third floor, and 


titted with radiator and electric light Low inclusive rent Write 


Box No. 2406, c/o Secretary R.I.BA 
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SHARES IN OFFICES TO LET 
MeEmpBeER, engaged during day, offers share of his office in Queen 
Anne’s Gate, S.W.1. Modernist preferred. 


cleaning, heating and lighting, £26. 


R.I.B.A. 


FELLOW with attractive ground-floor office in W.C. district 
offers accommodation address at a moderate rental to another 
practitioner, including telephone, clerical 
No. 7106, c/o Secretary, R.I.B.A. 


Rent, inclusive of 
30x No. 2006. c/o Secretary 


services, etc. Box 


ACCOMMODATION WANTED 


MemsBer would like office accommodation, one or two rooms, 
within reasonable distance of any Southern Railway London 
terminus, and where clerical assistance could be shared by arrange- 
ment. Rent must be Box No. 3116, c/o Secretary 


R.I.B.A. 


moderate. 


NEW BRANCH OFFICI 
Mr. H. Hupsarp Forp [.1.], of 5 Ivy Terrace, Eastbourne. 
has opened an additional office at 35 Curzon Street, Mavfair, W.1. 
to which address his London practice will now be transferred 
Mr. Ford will continue to practise from Eastbourne, whilst his 
London office will be in charge of Mr. Ralph G. Covell [.4.]. 
Telephones: Grosvenor and Eastbourne 3399. Trace 


catalogues are wanted for ondon office 


MINUTES I 
SESSION 1936-1937 


\t the opening General Meeting of the Session 1936-1937. held on 
Monday, 2 November 1936, at 6.30 p.m. 

Mr. Percy Thomas, O.B.E., President, in the Chair 

[The meeting was attended by about 225 members and guests. 

[The minutes of the twelfth General Meeting of the Session 
1935-1936, held on 22 June 1936, having been published in the 
JOURNAL, were taken as read, confirmed and signed as correct. 

The Hon. Secretary referred to the honour of Knighthood 
recently conferred upon Sir Guy Dawber, R.A., F.S.A., Past- 
President, and Sir James Grey West, O.B.E. [/.], and on the 
motion of the Hon. Secretary it was Resolved that the congratula- 
tions of the meeting be conveyed to Sir Guy Dawber and Sir James 
West. 

The President delivered his Inaugural Address of the Session. 

On the motion of Dr. A. D. Lindsay, C.B.E., Hon.LL.D. 
Glasgow), Vice-Chancellor of the University of Oxford, seconded 
by Mr. John M. Theobald, President of the Chartered Surveyors 
Institution, a vote of thanks was passed to the President by 
acclamation, and was briefly responded to. 

The President presented the R.I.B.A. London Architecture Bronze 
Medal and Diploma 1935 to Mr. R. H. Uren [4.] for his building, 
the Town Hall, Hornsey. Mr. Uren briefly thanked the President 
and Council for the honour conferred upon him. His Worship the 
Mayor ot Hornsey. represt nting the Be rough of Hornse v, also spoke, 
and the President referred to a message which had been received 
from Mr. F. Norman Gee, representing the contractors for the 
building, who was unfortunately unable to attend the 

The proceedings closed a 


meeting 


t 9.26 p.m 


Architects’ and Surveyors’ 
Approved Society 


ARCHITECTS’ ASSISTANTS’ 
HEALTH AND PENstons AcTs 


INSURANCE FOR THE NATIONAL 

Architects’ Assistants are advised to apply for the prospectus 
of the Architects’ and Surveyors’ Approved Society, which 
may be obtained from the Secretary of the Society, 26 Buck- 
ingham Gate, London. S.W.1 
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The Society deals with questions of insurability for the 
National Health and Pensions Acts (for England) under which, 
in general, those employed at remuneration not exceeding 
£250 per annum are compulsorily insurable. 

In addition to the usual sickness, disablement, and maternity 
benefits, the Society makes grants towards the cost of dental 
or optical treatment (including provision of spectacles), 

No membership fee is payable beyond the normal Health 
and Pensions Insurance contribution. 

The R.I.B.A. has representatives on the Committee of 
Management, and insured Assistants joining the Society cap 
rely on prompt and sympathetic settlement of claims. 


A.B.S. Insurance Department 


PENSION AND FAMILY PROVISION SCHEM§ 
FOR ARCHITECTS 


This scheme has been formulated by the Insurance Com 
mittee of the Architects’ Benevolent Soc‘ety and is availabk 
to all members of the R.I.B.A. and its Allied and Associated 
Societies. 

The benefits under the scheme include :— 

1) A Member’s Pension, which may be effected for unitsd 
£50 per annum, payable monthly and commencing on attain 
ment of the anniversary of entry nearest to age 65. This 
pension is guaranteed over a minimum period of five yean 
and payable thereafter for the remainder of life. 

(2) The Beneficiary’s Pension, payable as from the ann 
versary mentioned in Benefit No. 1, but to the widow (or other 
nominated beneficiary) if the member dies before age 65. The 
amount of this pension is adjusted in accordance with the dis 
parity between the ages of the member and his wife. 

3) Family Provision. Under this benefit a payment of £50 
yearly is made to the dependent from the date of death d 
the member prior to age 65 until attainment of the anniversay 
previously mentioned, after which benefit No. 2 becoma 
available. 

Provision can be made for any number of units (of £5 
per annum) up to a maximum of £500 per annum. 

Pension benefit only may be secured if desired and the 
pension commuted for a cash sum. 

Members are entitled to claim rebate of Income Tax of 
their periodical contributions to the scheme both in respect 
pension and of family provision benefit. 

Full particulars of the scheme will be sent on application 
the Secretary, A.B.S. Insurance Department, 66 Portland 
Place, W.1. 


It is desired to point out that the opinions of writers of articles aud 
letters which appear in the R.I.B.A. JouRNAL must be taken as the 
individual opinions of their authors and not as _representati 
expressions of the Institute. 

Members sending remittances by postal order for subscriptions. 
Institute publications are warned of the necessity of cemplying 
Post Office Regulations with regard to this method of paymell 
Postal orders should be made payable to the Secretary R.I.B. 
and crossed. 
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